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Dirac notation is widely used in quantum physics and quantum programming languages to define, compute
and reason about quantum states. This paper considers Dirac notation from the perspective of automated
reasoning. We prove two main results: first, the first-order theory of Dirac notation is decidable, by a reduction
to the theory of real closed fields and Tarski’s theorem. Then, we prove that validity of equations can be
decided efficiently, using term-rewriting techniques. We implement our equivalence checking algorithm in
Mathematica, and showcase its efficiency across more than 100 examples from the literature.
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1 Introduction

Dirac notation [23], also known as bra-ket notation, is widely used by quantum physicists for
representing quantum states and operations on quantum states. For instance, a quantum bit is
conveniently denoted as a linear combination « |0) + §|1), where «, § € C are complex numbers
such that |a|? + |B|? = 1, where | - | denotes the real-valued norm of a complex number. This
notation is particularly advantageous for conducting complex calculations about quantum states.
Dirac notation is also widely used in quantum programming languages [9, 33, 48, 57, 72, 75] to
describe the semantics of programming languages and to write assertions, in particular pre- and
post-conditions, about quantum programs. An important consequence is that program verification
of quantum programs involves extensive manipulation of Dirac expressions, similar to the way
program verification of classical programs involves extensive manipulation of boolean formulae.
However, a significant distinction between classical and quantum program verification is that in
the quantum setting, there is limited support for automating these manipulations. Consequently,
proofs of quantum programs are generally dominated by manual manipulation of Dirac notations.
The lack of support for reasoning about Dirac notation has a negative impact on the verification of
quantum programs: simple examples may be unnecessarily tedious to verify and larger examples
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42:2 Yingte Xu, Gilles Barthe, and Li Zhou

can be extremely challenging to verify. To illustrate this phenomenon, Figure 1 shows an excerpt of
the proof in CoqQ [75] of the Harrow-Hassidim-Lloyd (HHL) algorithm [34] for solving systems of
linear equations. In this example, assertions are written using Dirac notation, and each application
of the unitary rule (to handle assignments) is interleaved with rewriting of the assertion using
equational reasoning on Dirac assertions. The extensive use of non-trivial equational reasoning in
program verification is a main obstacle towards scalable verification in quantum programs.

On the other hand, quantum physics has a very strong mathematical foundation. Dirac notation
is grounded in linear algebra and has a direct interpretation in Hilbert spaces. There has been a
long line of work revisiting and developing these foundations from a theoretical computer science
perspective, ranging from categorical semantics and models of computations to graphical languages
and tools. However, these two lines of work have remained rather separate so far. In particular,
categorical semantics does not target concrete language syntaxes and reasonings, while the ZX-
calculus [69] relies on a restricted form of circuit model. We are not aware of any prior systematic
exploration that treats general Dirac notation as an algebraic structure and designs the explicit
automated deduction for equational reasonings.

The main objective of the paper is to study Dirac notation from the perspective of automated
reasoning. Specifically, we consider the following questions:

e What is decidable about Dirac notation?
e Can some classes of problems be solved efficiently in practice?
e What are the potential benefits for deductive verification of quantum programs?

Contributions. This paper undertakes a systematic study of automated deduction for Dirac notation.
The technical basis for our study is a presentation of core Dirac notation as a (many-sorted) first-
order theory DN that includes common objects and operators used in quantum physics, including
bras, kets, operators, and different forms of composition and products. As such, it provides a
convenient basis to consider decision problems.

Our first technical contribution is a proof that the first-order theory of Dirac notation is decidable.
The proof exploits the fact that every finite-dimensional complex Hilbert space is isomorphic to
C", where n is the dimension of the space in which every formula of DN is reduced to a logically
equivalent formula in the first-order theory of complex numbers. The latter is decidable by a
straightforward extension of Tarski’s theorem, thus DN is decidable. Unfortunately, the result
is mostly of theoretical interest, in particular, due to the complexity of quantifier elimination—
inherited from the reals and amplified by the decomposition of Hilbert spaces into Cartesian
products.

Our second contribution is a term-rewriting system for DN expressions. Specifically, we define a
term-rewriting system modulo commutativity (C) and associativity and commutativity (AC), and
we prove, with the help of CIME2 [20] and AProVE [31], two state-of-the-art tools for confluence and
termination proofs respectively, that the term-rewriting system satisfies local confluence (modulo
axioms) and termination. It follows that the equality of expressions can be proved by computing
normal forms and checking the equality of their normal forms. As a contribution of independent
interest, we also use the Coq proof assistant to give a mechanized proof of soundness for all the
rewriting rules with respect to a formalization of finite-dimensional Hilbert spaces from [75]. As a
further step, we extend our language with finitely indexed sums, a.k.a., big sums, which are used
pervasively in Dirac notation. For example, the entangled state ;. |i, i) is represented by the
superposition (i.e., vector sum) of basis states. We also define a heuristic procedure to prove the
equality of extended expressions.

We complement our technical contributions with three practical contributions. First, we imple-
ment a Mathematica package, called DiracDec, that exploits the ideas developed in the paper in a
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Fig. 1. Proof snippet of HHL algorithm in Quantum Hoare Logic. The snippet is taken from [75]. Every
application of structural rule (e.g., unitary) is interleaved with equational reasoning on Dirac notation. This
example illustrates the prominence of equational reasoning.

richer setting with trigonometric and exponential functions, native big sums, and dynamic typing.
Second, we evaluate our approach using more than 200 examples from the CoqQ project [75],
which constitutes the main motivation for our work. For completeness, we also carry a lightweight
evaluation of DiracDec on other classes of examples from the literature on quantum circuits. As
expected, our tool performs less efficiently than existing tools that are specifically targeted to this
class of examples. Third, we formally verify the soundness of our rewriting rules in CoqQ.

Artefacts. We provide as complementary material the Mathematica tool implementation DiracDec,
the formalization of the soundness of the rewriting rules in CoqQ, the confluence proof in CiME2
and the termination proof in AProVE, and the set of examples. All will be made publicly available.

2 Introduction to Dirac Notation

This section provides a gentle introduction to Dirac notation. In order to be as self-contained as
possible, we base our explanations on matrices. For more detailed accounts, we refer the reader to
classic textbooks [54].

It is very common to represent quantum states, or kets (denoted by |-)), as complex column
vectors, i.e., as column vectors whose entries are complex numbers. For example, it is common
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a
b

quantum bit is a superposition of classical bits. Specifically, we can introduce the representations

to represent an arbitrary qubit as |#) = |, |. Using this representation, it is easy to see that every

of the classical bits 0 and 1 as |0) = [(1)] and |1) = [(1)] Using basic properties of addition on

matrices and multiplication by scalars, one can prove that |/) = a|0) + b |1), i.e., every qubitis a
superposition of classical bits.

The matrix representation of quantum states can also be used to represent covectors, also known
as bras. It is very common to represent bras (denoted by (|) as row vectors. The covector of a ket
o) is a bra (0| such that (0| = |0}, where T represents the conjugate transpose of a matrix. For
example, (0| = [1 0], 1] = [0 1].

Furthermore, bras and kets can be combined using matrix operations. One can, for instance,
define the inner and outer product of two quantum states |u) and |v) as:

U1 Uy
(uo) 2 (ul-Jo) = [uf - wp] ||, W@ 2wy =[] - o]

Un Un

Inner product and outer product are the constructions that relate (co)states to scalars and operators.
They are frequently used in applications, for example, decomposition state |u) as a linear combina-
tion of basis {|v;)} is represented as |u) = };{(v;|u;)|v;), and any operators can be decomposed as
A = 3 cijlui)(v;| for arbitrary basis {|u;)} and {|v;)}.

Unitary operators (describing the evolution of a closed quantum system), measurement operators
(describing the quantum measurement), and Kraus operators (describing the evolution of an open
system) are all represented by matrices, and the application to a quantum state is described by matrix
multiplication. For example, Pauli X gate, or bit-flip gate, is a unitary operator and can be represented
as X = [(1) (1)] When applied to |0), the resulting state is X|0) = [(1) (1)] [é] = [(1)] =11).

When many-body quantum systems are considered, states in and operators on the composite
systems are described by tensor products (Kronecker products) together with possible linear
combinations. For example, for a two-qubit system with |0) and |1) on the first and second qubit,

the whole system is described by:
Yl 2|t
oem=[ofe[i]-[3]

Finally, the matrix representation is convenient for building complex quantum states from smaller
constituents. For example, the maximally entangled state of the two-qubit system, known as the
Bell state, is:

1
V2

The matrix representation is intuitive and is widely used to compute quantum states. However,
working directly with the concrete matrix representation has a number of shortcomings: 1. com-
plexity problem: expressing and calculating matrices require time and space scaled by the Hilbert
space dimension, which grows exponentially with the number of subsystems; 2. for composite
systems, structural information is lost if a state or operator is represented in a matrix form, e.g.,
for Equation (1), the calculation from left to right is trivial while the decomposition from right to
left is relatively less obvious; 3. matrix representation is limited to finite-dimensional Hilbert space
and cannot explore the properties of infinite-dimensional cases.

1
|©) = (|0>®|0>+|1>®|1>)=%[§]~ (1)
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Fig. 2. Screenshot from [14] (left) and [75] (right). The left one is the formalization of the no-cloning theorem
in Isabelle, while the right one contains Hoare triples for the correctness of programs in Coq.

These shortcomings are overcome by Dirac notation [23], which provides an expressive syntax
for quantum states and operators. The syntax of Dirac critically exploits the algebraic structure
of quantum states and linear operators as Hilbert spaces. Formally, let H be a (finite or infinite)
Hilbert space with inner product denoted by (u,v) € C for any u, v € H, and we write L(H,H’)
for the set of linear operators mapping from H to H’ (further abbreviated to L(H) = L(H,H)

for endomorphisms). Dirac notation consists of and is interpreted as:

e Ket |u) denotes u is a state in H;

o Bra (u| is a linear mapping (u| : H — C defined by (u| £ v > (u, v). Such linear maps form
a dual Hilbert space denoted by H* (which is isomorphic to H);

e Inner product (ulo) = (u,v) € C;

e Outer product |u){(v| : |w) +— (v,w)|u) is a linear map from H to H’ if [u) € H’ and
lo) € H;

e Tensor product |u) ® [v) € H; ® H; (or simply |u)|v)), (u| ® (v| € H} @ H,™ (or simply (u|{v]),
or Ay ® Ay € L(H; ® Hy, H] ® H,) such that: 1. tensor is a bilinear map; 2. consistency on
inner product: {(¢|¢2) = (ui|uz) X (v1|vs) where |¢1) = |u1) ® |v1) and |P2) = |uz) ® |02); 3.
(A® B)(|u) ® |[v)) = (Alu)) ® (Blo)).

One major benefit of Dirac notation is that quantum states are concisely described by symbolic
expressions rather than through their matrix representation. Thus, all equational reasoning about
quantum states can be done completely symbolically and, in particular, independently of the
dimension of the underlying Hilbert space.

Thanks to its benefits, Dirac notation is widely adopted in quantum physics and in the foundations
of quantum programming languages, as sketched below.

Applications of Dirac notation. Dirac notation plays an essential role in quantum physics and in
the semantics and verification of quantum programming languages, as elaborated below.

(1) Formalization of quantum computing. Dirac notation was originally designed to describe
quantum mechanics [23]. It can be used to describe quantum states as well as operations
and measurements over quantum states. For example, the unitary evolution U transforms
an input state |u) to Ulu); quantum measurement is a set of linear operators {M;} such

that, performing on normalized state |u), we have probability (ulM:'Mi|u) to obtain classical
Milu)

(Ul M M |u)
and quantum information has gained attention in recent years [14, 28]. For example, the
project [13] titled "Isabelle Marries Dirac" formalizes the fundamental concepts of quantum
mechanics within Isabelle/HOL and introduces Dirac notation into the library to facilitate
expressions. Figure 2 (left) shows how they formalize the no-cloning theorem using Dirac
notation [14].

(2) Quantum program verification. Starting from [27], several works (e.g., [67, 71, 73, 76], see
Section 11 for more details) utilize observables or projection operators (both are subclasses
of linear operators) as assertions, establishing Hoare-style proof systems for reasoning about
quantum programs. The assertion languages and their deduction are directly expressed

result i with post-measurement state . The formalization of quantum computing
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by Dirac notation (see correctness formulas in Figure 2 (right) from CoqQ [75], a verified
quantum program verifier). Generally, quantum programming languages include syntax
corresponding to physical operations, which leads to the wide application of Dirac notation
in each step. It includes defining semantics, proving general properties of programs and
states via semantics, showing the soundness and completeness of Hoare-style proof systems,
deriving and simplifying quantum predicates, etc.

3 Motivating Example

Entanglement is one of the most important phenomena that distinguishes quantum systems from
classical systems. In quantum computing, entangled states serve as a crucial computational resource,
particularly for distributed systems and communication protocols, and they also play a key role in
quantum cryptography. In physics (and even in realms of philosophy), entangled states challenge
our conventional understanding of correlation and causality through the quantum non-locality, e.g.,
quantum effect can propagate faster than light (although this does not imply classical information
can be transferred faster than light) . This phenomenon might be demonstrated by a simple
example: suppose Alice and Bob share the maximally entangled states |®) = };cy |i)|i). The
following two actions are equivalent: 1. Alice applies an arbitrary operator M to her state; 2. Bob
applies operator M” (the transpose of M) to his states, which can be described by the equation
(M®I)|®) = (I® MT)|®). This equation might be interpreted intuitively as no matter who performs
the operation and how far they are separated, the global state changes simultaneously on both
sides.

Example 3.1 (c.f. [75]). Let |®) = 3;cy |i) |i) be the maximally entangled state on Hilbert space
Hy ® Hy. Then for all operators M € L(Hy),

(M®I)|®) = (I M) |D).

Here is a step-wise proof of how humans derive the equations, which proceeds by rewriting
both sides into the same form according to the laws of linear algebra. The LHS is :

(LHS) (MQ®I)|P)

=(M®]I) (Z i) ® Ii)) {unfold |®) definition}  (2)
ieV

= Z(M ®I)(|i) ® i) { push terms into the sum } (3)
iev

= Z(M [i)) ® |i) { rearrange tensor and composition } (4)
iev

= (Z 1) <j|) (M) @ i) {insert the identity I = > [/ (jI}  (5)
iev \jev jev

= Z Z GIM i) 1)) @ i) { rearrange tensor and composition } (6)
ieV jev

IThis history of physics is particularly fascinating. In 1935, physicists Albert Einstein, Boris Podolsky, and Nathan Rosen
introduced a paradox concerning entangled states, suggesting that quantum mechanics is incomplete, i.e., it cannot be
interpreted by local hidden variable models. In 1964, John Bell formulated the Bell inequality, which provides a way to
experimentally test the existence of non-locality. To date, all experiments have aligned with the predictions of quantum
mechanics, confirming that non-locality does indeed exist.
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We further proceed on RHS:
(RHS) (I®MT)|®)

=(re Z Z GI MY 1)) (i|)) Z k) ® |k) {unfold MT and |®) definitions}  (7)
i€V jev keV

= Z Z Z GIM 7Y T - k)) ® (1)) (ilk)) { push into the sum, rearrange}  (8)
keV ieV jeV

= Z Z Z Sir (I M |5 (k) ® |5)) { calculating compositions}  (9)
keV ieV jeV

= Y > kM k@1 {eliminate »" 8} (10)
keV jev eV

Then we check that normal forms Equation (8) and Equation (10) are equivalent under renaming
of sum indices and the swapping of sums.

Many similar properties of entangled states might be proved in the same style. However, this style
of equational reasoning may quickly become challenging. In particular, equational proofs become
significantly longer and hence more error-prone when more complex (bi-partite or even multi-
partite) quantum systems are considered. Our work demonstrates that such forms of equational
reasoning can be fully automated and carried out efficiently within existing tools for symbolic
computation.

4 Background
We work in the setting of (typed) equational and first-order logics.

Theories. A signature consists of a set ¥ of function symbols with a map | - | that maps every
function symbol to an arity of the form (o, ..., 0,) — 7, where o7, ..., oy, T range over a (possibly
inductively defined) set 7 of types.

Given an indexed set X = (X )seq of variables, we can defined set Tx(X) of well-typed terms.
An equation (or atomic formula) is a compound of the form e = ¢’, where e and e’ are well-typed
terms—we implicitly assume that the expressions are built from a fixed set X = (X,;) e of variables,
and that e and e’ have the same type o. A first-order formula is built from equations using boolean
connectives and (typed) quantifiers.

Equational and first-order reasoning. Let ¥ be a signature and a set E of equations.

Definition 4.1 (Derivable equation and formula).
e An equation e = e’ is derivable from E, written E I e = ¢’, if it can be derived using the rules
from Figure 3.
o A formula ¢ is derivable from E, written, E + e = ¢’, if it can be derived using the rules
from Figure 3 and the rules of first-order logic.

In this paper we are concerned with the existence of decision algorithms for equations and
formulae.

4.1 Deciding Equalities

A classic approach to decide if an equation is derivable is by defining a well-behaved term-rewriting
system (TRS). Informally, the main difference between an equational theory and a term-rewriting
system is that the latter is made of oriented equations, with the additional clause that every variable
in the right-hand side appears also in the left-hand side. Given a set of oriented equations R, e
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s=tekE Ers=t Ers=t Ert=u
Ers=t Ert=t Ert=s Erts=u
Ers=t Ersi=th Evrs, =ty
Ero(s) =o(t) Evr f(st,..vssn) = f(t1, ..., 1)

Fig. 3. The inference rules of equational logic. v(s) and v(t) represent the result after substitution v. f is an
arbitrary symbol in the signature.

rewrites to e/, written e —g €', if R e = e’ can be derived using the rules of reflexivity and
congruence arbitrarily often, and the rule of instantiation exactly once. The reflexive-transitive
(resp. reflexive-symmetric-transitive) closure of —g is denoted —7, (resp. =g).

We provide a brief recap of the properties of term-rewriting systems and the relations between
the properties. A term-rewriting system is terminating, if there are no infinite rewriting paths.
The terms that cannot be rewritten anymore are called normal forms. Another desired property
is confluence, which intuitively says that the reachable terms during (possibly infinite) rewritings
should not depend on the order of applying the rules. Formally, it means for all terms u, s, t such
that u —% s and u —} t, there exists v satisfying s —% v and t —} v. There is a weaker concept
called local confluence, stating that rewritings diverging by one step will finally converge, i.e.,
VYust (u —>rsAu—gt) = (Jo,s =% v At —% ). For terminating term-rewriting systems,
Newman’s Lemma [53] guarantees that local confluence implies confluence. In this case, there will
be a unique normal form for every term.

4.2 A Primer on AC Rewriting

Some equivalence in our theory cannot be decided by simple term-rewriting. For example, trans-
forming scalar commutativity a+ b = b+ ainto a +b » b + a will result in a non-terminating
term-rewriting system. Therefore, we separate the problematic equations into the set E and decide
them using specialized techniques. Afterwards, we design the TRS for the remaining axioms R and
perform it on the equivalence classes defined by E. This approach is known as the term-rewriting
modulo equational theories. The AC rewriting here is a special case where E consists of associative
and/or commutative theories of the symbols.

To decide whether two terms a and b are equivalent in RUE, we can simply rewrite them into the
R-normal forms and check whether they are equivalent with respect to E. The standard technique
to decide the AC equivalence is to use auxiliary symbols with variable arities, then flatten and sort
the successive nodes of the same AC symbol. For example, the two terms (a+b) + cand b+ (a +c)
will be transformed into +(a, b, ¢), whose syntactical equivalence implies AC equivalence of the
original terms. Rewriting modulo AC also complicates the matching and unification procedure,
which are essential components for rule applications and the local confluence proof. For example,
the rule @ + 0 » a matches the term a + (b + 0) at subterm b + 0, while it can also match the term
(a+ b) + 0, which is AC equivalent to the original term.

4.3 Deciding Formulae

A classic approach to decide if a formula is derivable is quantifier elimination. Informally, quantifier
elimination computes for every formula ¢ a provably equivalent quantifier-free formula ¥/, so
that derivability of ¢ can be reduced to validity of a boolean combination of atomic formulae. In
this case, any algorithm for deciding equalities can be lifted to an algorithm to decide formulae.
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Naturally, the complexity of the decision procedure for formulae may be significantly higher than
the complexity of the decision procedure for equations, when quantifier elimination is very costly.

A celebrated result by Tarski [65] establishes that the theory of real closed fields has quantifier
elimination and is decidable. Later, Collins [19] proposed a new algorithm for quantifier elimination.
This algorithm, coined CAD or cylindrical algebraic decomposition, is more performant than the
original procedure by Tarski, but remains doubly exponential, so that many formulae in the theory
of real closed fields remain beyond the reach of state-of-the-art verification tools.

There is a long line of research that aims to extend Tarski’s result to richer settings. The well-
known Tarski’s high school algebra problem asks whether the theory of real-closed fields extended
with the exponential function is decidable. [52] prove that the theory is decidable assuming the
Schanuel’s conjecture, a fundamental conjecture in transcendental number theory.

Our work builds on another, less pursued, line of research that extends Tarski’s result to algebraic
structures such as vector and Hilbert spaces. [32] shows that the first-order theory of vector spaces
is decidable. His proof is based on tools from stability theory. [63] show that the first-order theory
of finite-dimensional real vector spaces is decidable. Their proof is based on an algorithm that
transforms every formula in the theory into a logically equivalent formula in the first-order theory
of reals. Its decidability follows from Tarski’s theorem.

5 The Basic Theory of Dirac Notation

This section introduces the basic theory DN of Dirac notation. We start by defining the expression
language.

5.1 Expressions

Our expression language is typed. We define the types below.

Definition 5.1 (Types). Types are defined inductively by the following grammar:

(classical types) ocu=a|oXo,
(quantum types) T :=%K (o) | B(o) | O(o,0),
(types) U:=8S|o]|T.

We use «a for atomic type constants and Greek letters like o, 7, p to represent the classical types.

Types are built from classical types. Classical types are either atomic classical types or Cartesian
products of classical types. Each atomic classical type @ comes with a finite set of inhabitants
t1, ..., ty. Given classical type o, we define the type K (o) of kets and the type B(o) of bras, that
will be interpreted as the Hilbert space spanned by elements of ¢ and the dual of K(¢), respectively.
Moreover, given two classical types o and 7, we define the types O(o, 7) of linear operators from
the Hilbert space spanned by 7 to the Hilbert space spanned by o. Finally, we consider a type S of
scalars. Note that our type system does not explicitly include a constructor ® for tensor products.
Instead, tensor products are built through Cartesian products on classical types. For example, the
tensor product of two types K'(o) and K (7) is represented as K (o X 7).

Next, we define expressions for bras, kets, operators, and scalars.
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Definition 5.2 (Expressions). Expressions are defined inductively by the following grammar:

(basis) ta=x|b](tt),

(scalar) ax=x|0|1]la+alaxal|a" |8 ,;]|B-K,

(ket) K:=x|0x(0)| |t) |B'|SK|K+K|O-K|K®K,
(bra) Bu=x|0g(0)| (t| |K'|SB|B+B|B-0|B®B,

(operator) 0:=x|0p(0,7) |19(0) |[K-B|O"|S.0O|0+0]0-0|0®O.

We use x for term variables. Here, b represents constant atomic bases. We use lowercase letters like
s, t to represent the classical terms as bases, and a, b, ¢ to represent scalars. We use letters K, B, O
and their variants to represent terms from the ket, bra and operator sorts, respectively.

Note that our expression language freely uses symbol overloading. However, overloading is
easily resolved, as the different syntactic categories are mutually exclusive.

Basis. Basis terms are constants, variables, or products of basis terms.

Scalar. Scalar terms are variables, constants 0 and 1, addition, multiplication, conjugate, the
Kronecker delta function 6y, ;, with ¢y, t, being basis terms, and the inner product B - K with B a
bra and K a ket.

Kets and Bras. Ket terms are built from variables, constants 0, and kets |t) where ¢ is a basis
term, using addition, multiplication by a scalar, conjugate of a bra, operator application O - K with
O an operator term, and tensor product of two kets.

Bra terms are similar to Ket terms, except the conjugate of a ket and the operator application
B - O where operator term O appears on the right.

Operators. Operator terms consist of variables, constant 0p and 1 indexed by classical types,
using adjoint O, addition, multiplication by a scalar, composition, tensor product, and outer product
K - Bwith K a ket and B a bra.

Discussion. We only consider adjoint X" rather than conjugate X* and transpose X' in the core
language. This is because the transpose can be constructed after we introduce the big operator sum
in the following sections. Then, conjugate can be constructed from the previous two.

5.2 Typing

Next, we define the type system for expressions. Typing judgments are of the form I +- e : U, where
e is an expression, U is a type, and I is a context, i.e., a finite set of typing declarations y : U, such
that every variable is declared at most once. Typing judgments are implicitly parametrized by a
map that assigns types to all constants.

Definition 5.3. A typing judgement I + e : U is valid if it can be derived using the typing rules
in Figure 4.

The (CoNTEXT) rule states that types of variables come from the context. The rest of the rules
define the typing of each symbol. Rules from (KeT), (BrA) and (OPERATOR) follow the requirements
in their interpretations in linear algebra. For example, the typing rule for inner product B - K claims
that B and K should be bra and ket in the same type of space, and the rules for additions require
that only terms of the identical type can be summed up. The typing rule for three tensor products
follows the isomorphism of product spaces. Notice that O (o, 7) represents operators with domain
7 and codomain o, which is intuitively consistent with the order of bra-ket notation. The adjoint
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: T T : r :
(CONTEXT) Xio¢€ (Basrs) Feir Ftio
T'tx:0o Ik (s,t):TX0
(ScaLaR) I'ta:S F'vb:S F'ta:S F'vb:S
Frro0:S rr1:8 F'ta+b:S F'taxb:8
Tra:S F'ts:o T'rt:o T+B:B(r) T'rK:K(7)
T'ra*:S IF'rds::S T'+B-K:S
(Ker) | A T'rK:K(r)
'+ 0gc(7) : K(2) I'+t) - K(7) THK': B(r)
T'ta:S I'rK:K(1) 'Ky :K(7) It Ky :K(7)
TraK:K(r) T+HKi+Kp:K(1)
T'+0:0(z,p) T'+K:K(p) T'+K;:K(7) T'+Kz:K(p)
'O -K:K(r) THFK1 ® Ky : K(r X p)
F'rt:t T'+B:B(r)
B
(Bra) T'r0g(r): B(r) T (t]: B(r) I'+ BT K(1)
F'ta:S I'+B:B(1) T+ By:B(r) T'+ By :B(1r)
I'+a.B:B(7) T+ Bi+By:B(r)
T'+B:B(r) T'+O0:0(z,p) T'+ By :8B(1) T'+By:B(p)
IF'rB-0:8B(p) IF'rB1®By:B(rxp)
(OPERATOR)

TFO0p(z,p):O0(z, p) T't1p(7): O(r, 1)
T'+K:K(r) T+B:B(p) T'+0:0(z,p)

IF'+rK-B:0(r,p) T'r0%:0(p,1)
T'ta:S T'+O0:0(z,p) T'+tO;1:0(t,p) T'rO;:0(t,p)
I'+a.0:0(z,p) T'+rO1+0;:0(t,p)
T'tO;1:0(t,p) T'HO;2:0(p,0) T'+O;1:0(11, p1) T+ O2:0(1 p2)
I'+01-02:0(7,0) T'FO1®0;2:0(11 X 12, p1 X p2)

Fig. 4. Typing rules for DN.

of operators can be understood as the conjugate transpose in the matrix view, which swaps the
domain and codomain.

5.3 Denotational Semantics
Types and expressions of DN can be given denotational semantics using Hilbert spaces.

Definition 5.4 (Interpretation of types). The interpretation [U] of a type is defined inductively as
follows:

(Basis types) [o1 x 03] = [o1] X [o2], (Basis terms) [(t1, t2)] = ([t1], [£2])s

(Dirac types) [S] =C, [K(0)] = Hiops [B(0)] = 7—{&‘0]],
[0(o,7)] = L(He, Hiop)

We now turn to the interpretation of expressions. As usual, the interpretation is parametrized by
a valuation v, which maps all variables x to their value v(x).
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(Basis types) [o1 X 03] = [o1] X [o2], (Basis terms) [(t1, 2)] = ([t1], [22]).

(Dirac types) [S] =cC, [K(0)] = Hiops [8(a)] = Hj,;.
[[O(O-’ T)]] = 'E(?{[[T]]a 7-{ﬂa]]),

(Scalars) [o] = o, [1] =1, [a+b] = [a] + [b], [axb] = [a] x [?],

W=l Bul={y et 2l BKI=TE T

(Constants) [ox ()] =0, [og(o)] =0, [oo(o,7)] =0, [1o(o)] =L,
(Basis) Inl=11D, [l = <l

(Shared symbols) [D'] = [D]’, [a.D] = [d][D], [D1 + Ds] = [D4] + [D2]
[Dy- Do = [Di] - [D:].  [Dy® Do) = [Di] ® [Ds].

Fig. 5. Denotational semantics of DN expressions. Symbol D represents appropriate terms from the ket, bra,
or operator sorts. As introduced in Section 2, states in H are represented by column vector, co-states in H*
by row vector, then all - above are interpreted as matrix multiplications, while ® as Kronecker products?.

Definition 5.5 (Semantics of expressions). The interpretation of e under valuation v, written as
[e],. is defined by the clauses of Figure 5.

Definition 5.6. With the assumed context I' and valuation v, the denotational semantics of
well-typed DN expressions is defined in Figure 5.

The denotational semantics provides an interpretation for the equation e; = e;: they are semanti-
cally equal if [e;], = [ez], holds for all valuations v, denoted as [e;] = [ez].

In the definition, basis types and Dirac types are interpreted into domain sets, while terms are
interpreted into set elements. Notice that the interpretation [x], and [«], for variables are given
by the valuation v(x) and v(«).

For basis types, the product is interpreted as the Cartesian product of component type sets.
Correspondingly, the basis of pair (s, t) is explained as an element in the product set.

The semantics for Dirac types are the complex field, Hilbert space, dual space, and linear opera-
tions, respectively. The bases of these spaces are determined by the interpretation of their type
annotations. The constant symbols 0 are interpreted as the zero row/column vector or the zero
matrix, and 1¢ is interpreted as the identity matrix. |¢) and (t| are explained as the basis vectors.
The three sorts, ket, bra and operator, share some symbols like addition, scalalr multiplication and
tensor product, and their semantics are defined in the same way. For example, [O - K] is interpreted
as the multiplication between matrix [O] and column vector [K], while [K - B] is interpreted as
the multiplication between column vector [K] and row vector [B].

The denotational semantics of DN is sound in the following sense:

LEMMA 5.7 (SOUNDNESS OF DENOTATIONAL SEMANTICS). Let v be a valuation such thatv(x) € [o]
forevery (x:0) €T.IfT + e : U then [e] € [U].

2Alternatively, in abstract linear algebra or functional view, - is the function application or function composition while ® is
the tensor product of states, co-states, or operators.
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(AX-SCALAR) O+a=a a+b=b+a (a+b)+c=a+(b+c)
0xa=0 1Xa=a axb=bxa (axb)xc=ax(bxc)
=1
(a+b)* =a*+b*  (axb)*=a*xb* (a)"=a (B-K)*=K'.B
(Ax-DELTA) 8r = Ost (s| - |ty = bs,z bss=1 SEL Ay 05t =0 85t =015
(Ax-LINEAR) 0+D=D D1+ Dy =Dy + Dy (D1 +D3) + D3 =D1+ (D2 +D3)
0.D=0 a0=0 1.D=D
a.(b.D) = (ax b).D (a+b).D=aD+b.D a.(D1+ D) =a.D1+a.Dy
(AX-BILINEAR) D-0=0 D; - (a.D3) = a.(Dy - D2) Dy-(D1+Djy)=Dg-Dy+Dg- D2
0-D=0  (aDi) -Dy=a.(D;-D3)  (Di+D3)-Do=Di-Dg+Dy-Dy
D®0=0 D1 ® (a.D2) = a.(D1 ® D7) Do ® (D1 +D2) =Dy ® D1 + Dy ® Do
098D=0 (aD))®Dy=a.(Di®D;) (Di+D3)®Dy=D;®Dg+D;®Dy
(Ax-Apjornt)  0'=0  (D)T=D  (aD)'=a".(D")  (D1+Dy)"=D]+D]
(D1-D2)" =D} -D]  (D1®Dy)" =D} ®D]
(Ax-Comp) Do - (D1-D2) = (Do - D1) - Dy
(D1 ®D2) - (D3 ® Dg) = (D1 - D3) ® (D2 - Da)
(K1 -B)-Kz=(B-Kz).Ki By (K- Bz) = (B1-K).B;
(B1®Bp) - (K1 ® K2) = (B1 - K1) X (B2 - K2)

(Ax-GROUND) lTO =19 1p-D=D 1p®1p =19

=@l sy el =1(s1)

aX(b+c)=axb+axc (a+b)Xc=axc+bxc 0" =0 1

*

Fig. 6. Axiomatic semantics of DN. Associativity is marked in blue, and commutativity is marked in red.
Symbol D represents appropriate terms from the ket, bra, or operator sorts. The type annotations for 0 and 1
follow the typing rule and are omitted here. The symbol 4, is omitted for the axioms without conditions.

Proor. By induction on the structure of the typing derivation. O

Example 5.8. Assume contextI' = {i: A,K : K(A)} and valuation v = {A +— {0,1},i — 0,K
v}, where v € H{g1y. We can check that both expressions (i| - (K - (i|) and ({i| - K). (i| have the
type B(A). Their semantics are calculated by

[<il - (& - GiDD = [<l] - (KT - [il]) = <ol - (v - €ol) = ({0] - v) 0] = [(il - K). il]

Both calculation results turn out to be the dual vector along 0-basis, with the norm of the
projection from v as the coefficient. In fact, these two expressions have identical semantics under
all valuation, meaning that we can prove [{i| - (K - (i])] = [({i| - K). i|] in context T

5.4 Axiomatic Semantics

The reasoning in Example 5.8 goes down to the interpretation level, which can be inefficient
and unnecessary in most cases. Alternatively, we can axiomatize the equivalence implied in the
denotational semantics as a proof system and operate on the syntax directly. This results in the
axiomatic semantics Apn.

Definition 5.9. The axiomatic semantics of DN is the formal proof system Apy defined in Figure 6.
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The axioms for the same overloaded symbol in different sorts are identical in their forms, so we
express them in a unified way with the symbol D for all sorts. Notice that (Ax-Comp) collects all
axioms for composition rearranging. In the axiom s # t k4., ds; = 0, the premise s # ¢ is satisfied
by different constant bases. The formal proof system Apy is sound in the sense that the axioms as
equations hold in the denotational semantics.

LEMMA 5.10 (SOUNDNESS OF AXIOMATIC SEMANTICS). For all axioms e; = e; in Apyn, we have
[ed] = [ez].

Proor. Constructed and checked in Coq. ]

Example 5.11. The equation in Example 5.8 can be proved by the axiom B; - (K - By) = (B; -K).B;
from (AX-TENSOR).

6 First-Order Theory of Dirac Notation

The first-order theory of Dirac notation is a typed theory built in the usual way. Atomic formulae
are of the form e = ¢’, where e and e’ are expressions of the same type. Formulae are built from
atomic formulae using logical connectives and quantifiers. Note that we allow quantification over
all types.

Definition 6.1 (Axioms). The axioms of the theory are

e Basis: every bra and ket can be decomposed as a complex combination of the basis elements,
K=ki.|1)+ks. |2) +---+kp.|n), B=0b. {1 +by. 2|+ -+ by.{(n|,
O = (011 [1) - (1) # (012.[1) - 2[) + -+ + (01 [1) - {m]) + - - + (0nm- 1) - (m]),

where k; = (i| - K, b; = B |[i) and 0;; = (i| - (O - |j)) are corresponding entries.
e S-axioms: Oss =1, ds.+ = 1 (for different constants s, t).

Every finite-dimensional Hilbert space over the complex field is isomorphic to C", where n
denotes the dimension of the Hilbert space. In our language, the basis axioms transform ket, bra,
and operator variables into the scalar coefficients (i| - K, B- |i) and (i| - O - | j), which can be replaced
by single variables. Also, the new symbol d;; can be dealt with with the d-axioms. Therefore, this
transform reduces the theory of Dirac notations to that of complex numbers, which is decidable.

THEOREM 6.2. The first-order theory of Dirac notations on fixed dimensional Hilbert spaces is
decidable.

Proor. Every quantifier-free formula is equivalent to a quantifier-free in the theory of complex
numbers. This follows from the facts that every operator is uniquely defined by its value on the
basis of its domain (using the axiom of basis), every vector is uniquely defined by its decomposition
in the basis (using the axiom of basis), and every vector in the dual space is uniquely defined by its
value on the basis of its domain (again, using the axiom of basis). Similarly, every quantifier over
operators, vectors, and dual vectors can be reduced to a sequence of quantification over complex
numbers. It follows that if the Hilbert space dimensions are known, every formula in the theory
of Dirac notation is logically equivalent to a formula in the theory of complex numbers, which is
decidable. The decidability also trivially extends to big operators with given index sets. O

Unfortunately, deciding a formula in Dirac notation by reduction to the theory of reals is generally
computationally intractable, in particular, because the complexity of quantifier elimination is
doubly exponential in the dimension of the Hilbert space. Nevertheless, the next section provides a
procedure for checking the equality of Dirac expressions.

Proc. ACM Program. Lang., Vol. 9, No. POPL, Article 42. Publication date: January 2025.



Automating Equational Proofs in Dirac Notation 42:15

7 A Term-Rewriting System for Equalities

Our work considers a variant of term-rewriting, called AC-rewriting, that is tailored for equational
theories with associative, commutative and associative-commutative symbols. Specifically, we
define an AC rewriting system such that every expression can be reduced to a unique normal form
modulo AC axioms. The existence and unicity of normal forms is established by termination and
local confluence.

7.1 Rewriting Modulo for Dirac Notation

We define a rewriting modulo system for Dirac notation as follows. For the equational part, we
declare + and X as associative and commutative symbols for all sorts and § as a commutative
symbol, which are listed below.

X+Y=Y+X X+Y)+Z=X+(Y+2) (for all sorts)
axb=bxa (axb)yxc=ax(bxc) Ost = Ots

Some rules involving X - Y appear to be associative but are not included in the AC equational
theory above. Some of the rules consist of different overloaded symbols of X - Y. Additionally,
solving associativity through encoded rules can be more efficient.

For the rewriting part, the full set of rules consists of more than 150 rules, presented in Appendix B.
Here, we exhibit selected rules for clarity of exposition, following an incremental presentation
(note that the incremental presentation is technically aligned with hierarchical combinations [55],
which are used to decompose proofs into proofs about sub-systems, but this is not exploited in our
results):

(1) addition and scalar multiplication,

(2) tensor product and outer product,

(3) inner product and operator applications, and
(4) conjugation and adjoints.

This decomposition reflects the logical structure of Dirac notations: tensor product and inner

product are extended structures on the linear algebra. Also note that in our approach, the laws of

conjugation and dual space are viewed as an incremental extension of inner and outer products.
Figure 7 presents some of the rules. We elaborate below.

Linearity. The first level of rules decides the axioms of scalar multiplication and addition. It also
involves the rules for reducing delta and the rule for completion with pair basis in Equation (11).

Tensor Product. The second level decides the axioms of the tensor product and outer product. It
includes common rules like linearity and distributivity. In Rule (12), the left hand side K; - By and
K; - By are two operators constructed by outer product, and the tensor product of such two operators
is rearranged to the outer product of K; ® K, and By ® B,. In the traditional Dirac notation, this is

expressed as ([vy) (u1]) ® (|o2) (uz|) = (Jo1) [02)) ® ((ua] (uz)).

Multiplication. The third level decides the axioms involving inner product and operator multipli-
cations. Here, the complexity arises from the Hilbert space structure. An important intuition is
that we always prefer multiplication over tensor product when possible, since multiplication may
finally reduced to inner products and scalars. Also, as in Rule (13) and (15), we decompose the
multiplication (inner product) when at least one side is explicitly in tensor product form. To address
the “associativity” of multiplications by rewriting, Rule (14) sorts the multiplication to the right,
and Rule (15) is for completion of sorting.
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(R-ScALAR) O+av a 1Xav>a axX(b+c) > axb+axc
(R-S-DELTA) ds,s > 1 O(s1,52),(tot2) ® Osiuty X Osy (11)
(R-KET-SCR) (I)};Ii—m 1K » K a.0gc(0) » 04c(0)

a.(b.K) » (axb).K a.(K1 +K3) » a.Ky +a.K;
(R-KET-ADD) K+0g(o) » K K+K» (1+1).K aK+bKv> (a+b)K

I'+K:K(r

(R-KET-TSR) o) &K » 0;{20 <D sy ®|t) » |(s,1))

Ki®(aKy) » a(K1®Ky)  (Ki+K2) ®K3 » K1 ® K3 + Ko ® K3
(R-Or-TsRr) 10(0) ®1p(7) » 19(o X 7)

(K1-B1) ® (K2 - Bz) » (K1 ® K2) - (B1 ® Bz) (12)

I'+B:B(1)

(R-Opr-OUTER)

0gc(0) - B > 0¢(0,7)

(R-S-Dor) 0g(c)-K» 0 (s - [t) » O
(aB)-K»>ax(B-K) (Bi+By)-K»> B;-K+By-K
(B1®Bz) - [(s,t)) » (B1-|s)) X (Bz - |t)) (13)
(B-0)-K » B-(0-K) (14)
(B1®Bz2) - ((01®03) -K) » ((B1-01) ® (B2-02)) - K (15)
(R-KET-MLT) 00(0,7) - K » 0gc(0) 1p(0)-K » K
(R-S-Cony) (a+b)* > a"+b" &, > 8 (B-K)'» K B
(R-KET-AD)) 05(0)" > 04(0) @t >0 &Ht e x (@B » a*.(B)
(Bi+By)" » Bl +B]  (B-0)' » O"-B"  (Bi®By) » Bl ®B]
(R-Op-AD)) 00(c.0)" > 0p(r,0)  19(0)" » 19(6)  (K-B)" » B KT

Fig. 7. A selection of representative rules from Rpy.

Conjugate. The fourth level decides the axioms involving conjugation and the dual space. Conjuga-
tion distributes to all other symbols and swaps the order of multiplications, similar to the conjugate
transpose of matrix multiplications.

7.2 Properties

In the remainder of this section, we prove that the AC rewrite system is sound with respect to the
equational theory of DN, and we establish its local confluence and termination. Completeness is
presented as a conjecture, and we provide the proof with expansions on bases.

The AC rewriting system Rpn defines a reduction relation, which helps in deciding the equational
theory. We use e — g, €’ to indicate that e is matched and rewritten once by a rule in Rpy;, resulting
in e’ (modulo AC). The soundness of Rpy asserts that such rewritings will always preserve the type
and semantics of the terms.
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LEMMA 7.1 (SOUNDNESS OF RpN). Let T be a context and e, e’ be terms in DN. If e —g,,, ¢’ and
T'vre:T forsomeT, thenT + ¢ : T and [e] = [¢'].

This makes the rewritings in Rpy similar to a simplification. By applying the rules repeatedly,
we can expect to obtain a result where no more rules apply, which we call the normal form. The
termination of Rpy guarantees that such rewritings will always end in a normal form.

LEMMA 7.2 (TERMINATION OF RpN). There are no infinite rewriting sequences e; —g,, €2 —Rpy ** * -

Moreover, the normal form of Rpy is independent of how the rules are applied. This is further
proved by the local confluence of Rpn as follows.

LEMMA 7.3 (LOCAL CONFLUENCE OF Rpy). For well-typed DN terms u, vy, v, in context I' satisfying
U1 <—Rpy U —Rpy V2, there exists w satisfying vy —g: W —g: Vs

Termination and local confluence of Rpn imply that for every well-typed term e, there is a unique
normal form denoted as e | g, . Therefore, we call Rpn syntactically complete. Now, we can propose
the algorithm to decide the equations in the Dirac notation core language.

THEOREM 7.4. For well-typed DN terms ey, ez in context T, e; [rpy= €2 Lrpy implies [e1]] = [ez]-

Proor. The unique normal form exists because Rpy is terminating and local confluent. The
soundness of Rpy indicates that all terms in the rewriting sequence are semantically equivalent. O

Rpn still needs to be complete to become a decision procedure. However, there are two fragments
in our language which term-rewriting cannot decide. To decide whether §;, can be reduced to 0,
we need to do the syntactical unification of s and ¢. Also, Rpy is not complete for some products
of & operators. For example, we have [d; ; X §;x] = [J;; X §; ], but they are not provably equal.
Therefore, we only consider the relative completeness, and present it as the following conjecture.

CONJECTURE 7.5 (RELATIVE COMPLETENESS OF RpN). Rpy is relatively complete with respect to
denotational semantics. That is, for all well-typed DN terms e; and ey, [[e1]] = [ez] imples e; gy, =
e2 LRy, (Modulo the equivalence of § operator products), where Rpns is Rpn extended with the decision
procedure for the syntactical unification of the basis sort.

We proved a weaker completeness result (Appendix D) with the decomposition in Definition 6.1.
However, we failed to prove the general theorem because it is difficult to express the normal form
using an inductive language.

7.3 Proof Techniques

The soundness proof involves comparing the denotational semantics of both sides in every rewriting
rule. We formalized the semantics and rules based on the CoqQ [75] library in Coq, and proved the
soundness of Rpy.

Due to the large number of rules, the termination and local confluence proofs are carried out
using automated tools. The problem is that some rules have side conditions on types, which cannot
be encoded into the tools directly. Therefore, we transform Rpy into an untyped system R, simply
by erasing type annotations. The termination and local confluence of the erased system imply
the corresponding properties of Rpn. The system R[ is obtained by removing all premises and
annotations of types from Rpy, for example:

'K :K(p)

(Ron) Ox(a) ® K » Ox(a X p)

1o(a) ® 10(B) » 1o(a x f),

(R/DN) 0x ® K » 0g 1o0®1p » 1.
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For termination, we encode R}, in the tool AProVE [31]. The proof is automatically generated,

making use of automatic order finding with the well-known dependency pair technique [6]. For
local confluence, the standard technique is to compute and check the critical pairs, i.e., the nontrivial
pairs diverging from one term in rewriting. We encode the system R[, in the tool CiME2 [20] and
confirmed that all 1501 critical pairs are joinable.

To deduce the termination and local confluence of Rpn from R, we prove that the rewritings
and type erasure are commuting, and type erasure is an injection for well-typed terms. The proof
then proceeds by demonstrating the synchronization between rewritings of Rpn and R{).

The weaker completeness result is proved through a normal form of the reduction. The proof
has two steps: firstly, all terms in DN will be transformed into the normal form after expanding on
the bases and rewriting using Rpy; and secondly for all normal terms, the semantical equivalence
implies that they are identical.

For more details of the proof techniques, see Appendix C and Appendix D.

8 Dirac Notation Extended Language

The core language presents the framework for formalizing Dirac notation. It consists of the prelim-
inary symbols and can be decided purely by an AC rewriting system. In this section, we extend the
language with the important big operator ;¢ s €, which significantly enhances the expressivity of
the language.

Definition 8.1 (extended language DNE). The extended language of Dirac notation DNE
consists of the sorts and symbols of the core language with the following extensions:

(set types) T ::=Set(o),

(set terms) M :=x|U(o) | M XM,

(big operator sum) a:= Z a, K = Z K, B = Z B, 0 := Z 0.
ieM ieM ieM ieM

The index i for summation is a bind variable. M represents the index sets of summation. U(o)
represents the universal set of type o, and M X M denotes the Cartesian product.

The typing of DNE consists of extra rules in Figure 8. Here, the summation is over the basis,
which takes values from the classical type o. Notice that typing for the big operator sum requires
checking the body type with an updated context T :: (i : ), indicating that i is a bind variable with
the scope limited to the body expression.

I'+ M, :Set(o) '+ M, :Set(r)
I'+U(o) : Set(o) I'+M; XM,:Set(cXT1)

'+ M:Set(o) F:(i:0)ra:S '+ M:Set(o) IF:(i:o)+K:K(1)
IF'rYiema:S TFYiemK:K(7)

I'+M:Set(o) IF:(i:0)+B:8B(7) I'+M:Set(o) TF:(i:0)+0:0(t,p)
Tk YiemB: B(1) 't YiemO:O(z, p)

Fig. 8. Extra typing rules for DNE.

The denotational semantics of DNE is defined in Figure 9. Recall that the semantics of type o is
interpreted as the set of Hilbert space bases. As the sum index i also takes values within the bases,
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the sets for index values will be subsets of [o]. Therefore, the set type Set(o) is interpreted as the
power set 2[71, containing all index value subsets. The v[i — m] in sum indicates the valuation that
updates v with variable i mapping to m. Hence, the semantics of sum is calculated by evaluating
the body with all possible values for the bind variable and then summing up the results. It is easy
to see that the denotational semantics are also sound with respect to typing.

(set types) [set(c)] = 2091,

(set terms) [U(o)] = [o], [M; x Mz = [M;] x [Mz],

(sum) D ao= D) lalymy D Klo= D) [Klujiom
ieM me[M] ieM me[M]
> Blo= Y, Blyiomp  [D.0le= D) [Olyjim
ieM me[M] ieM me[M]

Fig. 9. Denotational semantics of DNE symbols.

8.1 Equivalence Checking Algorithm

Checking the equivalence of expressions with big operators requires more advanced techniques.
The equivalence checking algorithm of DNE is a combination of conditional rewriting rules, one-
pass expansions, and a-equivalence checking. These techniques are introduced in the order of their
application as follows.

Definition 8.2 (AC rewriting system Rpng). The AC rewriting system Rpne on signature DNE
consists of all rules from Rpy and the extra rules in Figure 10.

In DN, substitution stays at the meta-language level. However, since we have bind variables
in the sum, expressing substitutions in the expressions becomes necessary. We use e[x := s] to
indicate the term e with variable x replaced by the term s. For variable name conflicts, we can
always use a fresh variable for the sum index, e.g., (X;epm dis) [ =il = Xjepm 8-

The insights behind the rules involving big operators are as follows. After introducing the sum,
the same Dirac notation may have different representations. For example, in (R-Sum-CoNsT), we
expand the identity operator from DN to the summation, which is closer to the normal form in
Rpne. The sum can be eliminated by delta operators in the body. Here, we only consider the case
when §; ; is reduced to 1 exactly once in the summation, which is the most common and interesting.
Depending on whether j is another bind variable or not, (R-Sum-ELim) gives the rules with useful
sufficient premises. Rules in (R-Sum-PusH) push all symbols into the big operator, so that potential
calculations in DN can be carried out. Rule (16) in (R-Sum-ApD) splits the addition in big operators,
and (17) is for completion. Finally, the bind variable of summation over the Cartesian product can
be split, which is the rule in (R-SuM-INDEX).

Some equational theories of big operators cannot be decided by rewriting and are presented as
axioms in Figure 11. They are applied through special techniques and algorithms elaborated in the
implementation Section 9. During equivalence checking, it is sometimes necessary to expand the
variable as in (SUM-ExpPAND). This corresponds to inserting identity operators }}; |i) (i| in human
proof and essentially reduces the decision problem to reals. Because the expressions for index sets
do not depend on previous bind variables, the successive big operator can be swapped, as stated in
(Sum-Swarp). Then (ALPHA-EQ) states that bind variables’ names do not matter in their equivalence.
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(R-SET-S1mP) U(o) xU(7) » U(o X 1)
(R-Sum-CONST) Z 050 Z 04c(0) » Ogc(0)  1p(0) » Z liy - (il

ieM ieM ieU(o)
(R-Sum-ELim) free(i,s) + Z Sis > 1 free(i,s) + Z (8is X a) » ali:=s]

ieU(o) ieU(o)
free(i,s) F Z ((8is X a).D) » ali :=s].D[i :=s]
ieU(o)

SN Y1 Y S Gyxa) > Y ali=]

i€EM jeM jEM i€eM jeM jEM

Z Z((&i,jm).p) > Z ali = j].D[i = j]

ieM jeM JEM
(R-Sum-PusH) (Z a)* v Z a* (Z D) » Z Df

ieM ieM ieM ieM

free(i, D) F (). D1)-Dz » »_ (D1 -Dy)

ieM ieM
free(, D) - (). D1)® Dz » »_ (D1 @ Dy)
ieM ieM

(R-SUM-ADD) Z(x1 +Xp) » le + (Z X, (16)

ieM ieM ieM

Z(a.X) + Z(ﬁ.x) > Z(a+ﬁ).X 17)

ieM ieM ieM
(R-SUM-INDEX) free(j, X) A free(k, X) r Z X » Z Z X[i = (j, k)]

IEM; XM, JjeEM; keM,

Fig. 10. A selection of representative rules from Rpng. free(i, A) means that variable i does not have free
appearances in A. The symbol D represents terms in the ket, bra, or operator sorts, and X represents terms
from all four sorts. Additionally, bind variables i, j, k always have different names.

i I'tK:%K(o) I'+B:B(o)
(Sum-Expann) K= Srcuoy (KD B=Ssevie) (B 1)1
I'+0:0(o,1)

0 = Xieu(e) Zjeu(r) ((O17)-15) (il

(Sum-Swarp) Z Z X = Z Z X (ALrHA-EQ) Z X = Z Xli:=j]

i€EM jeN jEN ieM ieM jeM

Fig. 11. Axioms beyong RpNg- X represents terms from scalar, ket, bra, or operator sorts. All bind variables

i, j are different.

Finally, the overall algorithm for deciding the equivalence of extended language expressions is
described below.
Definition 8.3. Let e; and e, be two expressions of DNE. The algorithm to decide their equivalence

follows this sequence:
(1) rewrite e; and e, into normal forms in Rpng (modulo AC and (SumM-SwaP)),
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(2) apply (Sum-ExpaAND) once on all the variables of ket, bra, and operator,
(3) rewrite the results into Rpng normal forms (modulo AC and (Sum-Swar)), and
(4) check the a-equivalence of the results using (ALpHA-EQ).

We apply (Sum-ExPAND) iteratively once for every expression, as such expansions are idempotent
together with Rpne. Here, step (1) simplifies the expression before expansion and is introduced
only for efficiency considerations. Because the rewriting by (ALpHA-EQ) commutes with all other
rules, the a-equivalence only needs to be checked for the normal forms in the end.

We verified the soundness of all rules and axioms, validating this algorithm. However, due to
the existence of bind variables and special side conditions, we do not prove the confluence or
termination of Rpne.

LEMMA 8.4. The rules in Rpng and axioms in Figure 11 are sound w.r.t. the denotational semantics.

Proor. Constructed and proved in Coq. O

9 Implementation and Mechanization
9.1 Implementation

We have developed a Mathematica package, called DiracDec, based on our equational approach
for Dirac notation. The choice of Mathematica is motivated by practical considerations, which are
detailed below.

9.1.1 Design and Implementation Choices. The long-term goal of our work is to propose practical
automated tools for quantum program verification. As a consequence, our implementation goes
beyond the scope of the theory developed in the previous section. Our rationale is as follows:

e Mathematica has built-in support for trigonometric functions, exponential functions, and
many other functions that are commonly used when specifying and reasoning about quantum
systems. Building our prototype on top of Mathematica gives us additional expressivity for
free. In contrast, many examples from the literature are not expressible in the basic DN theory
and its extensions. Therefore, they would be out of scope of a direct implementation of DN;

e Mathematica allows to define new functions. For instance, one can define the function that
maps every linear operator A : H — H to its trace

(il - A- i)
ieU(nk (type(A)))

There are two interesting points to note about the trace. First, its definition uses big sums.
Second, the index of the big sum ranges over the basis of H, therefore expressed by the
dynamic typing introduced below;

e Mathematica offers support for matching and substitution modulo C and AC, which can be
used directly to implement the rewrite system used for DN;

e Mathematica offers rudimentary support for interactive proofs, which is specially convenient
for examples that fall outside of our core system.

In spite of its advantages, the use of Mathematica as a backend is a trade-off. First, the performance of
DiracDecis constrained by the efficiency of Mathematica rewriting engine, and we can quickly reach
examples that take long to verify, or time out. Further challenges with the choice of Mathematica
are discussed below.

9.1.2 Implementation Details. We review some of the key features of our implementation.
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Big Sums. Although Mathematica has the big sum, it is designed for scalars and does not admit
the equational theories for DNE. As is discussed above, some axioms for the big operator cannot be
decided by rewriting and are resolved by special techniques in the implementation. We take the
equivalence of Equation (8) and Equation (10) as an example:

33T GIMIi 1) © liy == SIS M) k) © 1) et S (kM) ) @ 1)

i€V jev JjeEV keV keV jev

The a-equivalence in the first equation is acknowledged by the renaming {i — j,j — k},
which is similar to a unifier (as long as we always use unique bind variables). Inspired by this,
DiracDec checks a-equivalence by a constrained AC-unification. That is, for expressions e; and
ez, the variables for the unification are (renamed) big operator indices, with the constraint that
index variables from the same expression cannot be assigned to each other. Then e; and e, are
a-equivalent if and only if they can be unified.

(Sum-Swapr) proves the second equation above. Besides, the axiom is special since it implies
that rewriting rules in Rpng can also match other big operators in the successively nested chain of
the sum. To deal with it, we group up big operators in DiracDec and modify the rewriting rules
accordingly so that the order of indices does not matter. An intuitive understanding is that we
transform ;¢ py, 2 jem, X into Xepy, jem, X, and rules now match patterns like 3;cp ... X.

Dynamic Typing. The definition of the trace operator depends on the type of the operator. There
is no primary mechanism to define typed rewriting rules in Mathematica. Therefore, DiracDecuses
dynamic typing, in the form of an operator type: that computes the type of an expression and
can be used freely in expressions. For example, the trace symbol is formally defined as tr(A) =
2icU(rk (type(A))) (il - A - [i) in DiracDec. Here 7k (type(A)) calculates the classical type for the
codomain of A, which is the value set for the sum index.

Dynamic typing improves efficiency with respect to fully typed annotated terms because it
avoids tracing the type of all subterms, and the rewriting rules will not match the redundant type
information. The soundness of rewriting rules with dynamic typing is also proved in Coq.

Other Features. We also made the following enhancements w.r.t the core language.

e DiracDec supports new symbols. For example, we have fst and snd as the projections on
a pair basis, which follow the rules like fst (s,t) » s. Also, we allow constant classical
types and index value sets (e.g., qubit {0, 1}), and big operators over constant sets will be
expanded when necessary. The semantics and rewriting rules are extended accordingly;
see Appendix G.

e DiracDec adopts classical type variables. Classical type variables are used to quantify all
Hilbert spaces so that we can prove more general equations on Dirac notations.

e We designed a user language that recovers the ambiguity of Dirac notations, which is closer to
the loose notation people usually use. In the user language, many symbols like composition or
tensor can be deduced from the universal composition X o Y using the type information. For
example, X oY is translated into the inner product, if we have I' X : K(0) and T + X : B(0).

The user language feature is only a parser and not essential. In Appendix F, we present the
syntax, typing and rewriting rules for the Mathematica implementation system with the other two
features introduced above. They will not invalidate the equivalences in Rpng, as is shown by the
embedding in between proved in the Coq mechanism.

Demonstration. Figure 12 illustrates the code used to encode and verify Example 3.1 from
the motivating section. The code consists of a sequence of commands processed sequentially by
Mathematica. It begins with definitions of TPO and phi. TPO[A_] is defined as the transpose of A,
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In: TPO[A_]::Sum[Sum[(|i)o(j|)vo( |I>O<J|) S AT ::Z“) Gl A G
{j ,USET[TProjK[TCalc[A]]]}], ij
{i ,USET[TProjB[TCalc[A]]]}];

@) := D" 1(,1)

In: phi[T_]:=Sum[|PAIR[nv,nv]) ,{nv,USET[T]}]; ieT

In: DiracCtx={M— OType[T,T]}; I:={M:Or7}

In: DNEGQ[(M®ONEO[T])ophi[T], , ,
(ONEO[T] ® TPO[M]) ophi [T]] M®19) - |2) =(1p@M") - |®)

Out: True = true

In: DNNorm [ (M®ONEO[T])ophi[T]] (M®10 - |®) |Rpne

Out: SUMK[IDX[{$1,USET[T]},{$2,USET[T]}],

($1]-s(Mx]$2)) [PAIR[$1,$2])] = 2 Gl (M) )

ij

Fig. 12. The code for Example 3.1 is given on the left. Variables are marked in blue, symbols introduced in
DiracDec are marked in brown, and definitions in the field are marked in purple. The explanations for each
command are given on the right.

corresponding to AT = ¥, 2 (i| Ali) |i) (j|- It uses symbols like TProjK and TCalc to dynamically
compute the type for sum index. The phi[T_] is defined as the maximally entangled state on
classical type T, i.e., |¢) = 3; |i,i). These symbols are defined in the Mathematica environment in
the field, serving as the language extensions. The code then specifies the context, declaring M as
O(T,T) type. Finally, it uses DNEqQ to check the type and test the equivalence of two expressions,
confirming the positive results. The code also employs DNNorm to calculate the normal form, yielding
2, €U(T) xpeU(T) (X1] M [x2) |x1, x2), consistent with the human proof result in Section 3. Here, SUMK
is the disambiguated internal symbol for the sum over ket, and $1, $2 are unique bind variables
generated by Mathematica.

9.2 Mechanization

To ensure the reliability of the rewriting system, especially the implementation of dynamic type
extensions, we formalize the Dirac notation in Coq and prove the soundness of all rewriting rules.
Our implementation is based on the MathComp [66] and CoqQ [75] libraries. MathComp is a state-
of-the-art mathematical library that provides extensive basic theories. CoqQ is a general-purpose
quantum computing and program verification framework built on MathComp and MathComp-
Analysis [66]. Other mathematical libraries related to quantum computing, such as [38, 59], also
serve as the base library for our formalization. We choose Mathcomp and CoqQ since (1) MathComp
provides a comprehensive formalization of big operators and related theories, such as the lemmas
about summation over finite sets; (2) CoqQ is compatible with MathComp and provides theories
that relate classical data types and the associated Hilbert spaces. Based on these libraries, our
formalization is directly built without further development of any relevant basic library.
Our formalization consists of three layers, as listed below:

(Layer 1) core language (DN): define the syntax and denotational semantics (Figure 5), show the
soundness of the axiomatic semantics (Figure 6) and all the rewriting rules (Figure 7);
(Layer 2) Dirac notation extended language (DNE): define the syntax the denotational semantics

(Figure 9);
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(Layer 3) DNE with dynamic typing rules (faithfully corresponding to Mathematica implemen-
tation): define the syntax and denotational semantics and proves the soundness of all the
rewriting rules shown in Appendix F.

We further enhance the reliability of DiracDec by revealing the consistency between these layers®:
since each layer is an extension of the previous layer’s syntax, we prove that terms have the same
semantics (or types) after being embedded into the next layer. In other words, without concerning
ourselves with the mechanics of dynamic typing, for any well-typed terms t;, t, € DNE and their
corresponding embedding terms t;, ¢, € Layer 3, DiracDec decides whether t; = t;. If this is the
case, then t; = f,.

10 Evaluation
We evaluate DiracDec on three classes of examples:

e CoqQ: [75] introduces a formally verified framework for proving properties of quantum
programs in Cogq. It includes comprehensive theories of linear algebra and super-operators.
Our evaluation covers the framework itself, and applications to specific examples. As a
primary motivation for this work, CoqQ is a natural target for our evaluation;

e Palsberg and Yu [56]: in a recent paper, Palsberg and Yu prove optimality of an implemen-
tation of a quantum gate with two control. Their proof makes an extensive use of Dirac
notation rewriting, which makes it an excellent target for evaluation. Contrary to CoqQ, we
only became aware of [56] towards the completion of this work, so our evaluation is more
preliminary. Yet, we consider that it is a useful complement to our evaluation on CoqQ;

e (parametrized) quantum circuits: for completeness, we apply DiracDec to verification of
quantum circuits. Our evaluation is very light, because this application is not in our initial
scope. However, our evaluation suffices to confirm that our approach is not competitive with
respect to the state-of-the-art in quantum circuit verification.

As a remark, another direct and popular way to verify the equivalence of expressions is to calculate
using the numerical and matrix-based methods. The examples here involving free variables cannot
be verified in this way, while, for concrete circuit verification, they are around 3 orders of magnitude
faster than ours (milliseconds v.s. seconds).

10.1 CoqQ

Our first main focus in CoqQ is the formalization of linear algebra and super-operators. Our second
focus is the formalization of correctness proofs of quantum algorithms. We also briefly consider
examples that arise in the formalization of QWhile.

Dirac Notation. The formalizations of linear algebra and super-operators are mainly in the
file quantum. v, from which we have manually and systematically extracted all the 1031 lemmas.
See Table 1 for the statistics. Of these lemmas, 701 are completely beyond our expectations, i.e.,
they state inequalities, norms, ranks, topological properties, etc. Of the remaining 330 lemmas, 57
equations of linear operators and 109 equations of super-operators directly fall into the scope of our
tool, and DiracDec successfully encoded 160 of them and proved 154 of them. The other 164 lemmas
include predicates and conditions, such as the Hermiticity of an operator. Although DiracDec is not
designed for solving these problems, we experimented with modeling the conditions by a simple
substitution in Mathematica, and managed to solve 38 of them. The formalization of each lemma
takes up to 20 lines of dense code in Coq and can be automatically proved in DiracDec. Here are
some of the representative examples and their running time:

3Thus it is redundant to formalize the rewriting rules of layer 2 (DNE).
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Type of Lemmas in CoqQ Total | Expressible | Success | Fail
equations of linear operator (expected) 57 57 56 1
equations of super-operator (expected) 109 103 98 5
conditioned equations of linear operator (unexpected) | 164 83 38 45
other properties of linear algebra (unexpected) 670 - - -
others (not about linear algebra, unexpected) 31 - - -
Total 1031 243 192 51

Table 1. Statistics of lemmas in CoqQ/quantum.v and our evaluation. We indicated by “expected” and
“unexpected” of our original goal. All 1031 lemmas are classified as follows: equations of linear operator (57),
equations of super-operator (109), conditioned equations of linear operator (164), conditioned equations of
super-operator (75/670), inequalities of linear operators with respect to Lowner order (64/670), inequalities of
super-operators with respect to induced Lowner order (24/670), other property (such as norm, rank or lemmas
that do not assert equation/inequality) of linear operator (254/670), other property (such as norm or lemmas
that do not assert equation/inequality) of super-operator (101/670), topological properties (such as limits,
convergence, closed set, continuous) (152/670), and other lemmas do not about linear algebra (31).

(1) (0.0099s) (k. p| (1) (1 ® 1) - A) |q) = Sikc (j pl Alq),

(2) (0.097s) ¢ > 0 — ¢ Sier(fi - X - ) = Tier (Vefi - X) - (Vef,)),

(3) (0185) Ticr fi - (Njer9s- X - 90) - = Sierwr frst k- Gona k- X - fily - bng 1o

(4) (0.0685) Ticy (il - (M®N) - 1) = (Ziey (il - M- |i)) X (L jeu (il - N - 1)), and

(5) (0.115) Byeu (il (T 1) (k1 ® (S Er 1) (kI E]) - (Zreueu (rI X [2) 1) (r]) @ Y) |i)
= ieu (il (Zjeu Ej - X - E}) - V) |i)

Interestingly, we are able to encode super-operators in the operator sum representation, and verify
equations involving high-level definitions, such as their dual, composition, and Choi representations.
The full list of encoded examples can be found in Appendix H, together with part of simple examples
coming from mxpred. v. Most of the examples are involving free variables and thus cannot be verified
by numerical methods.

Verification of Quantum Programs. Based on the formalization of quantum Hoare logic, a number
of quantum circuits and algorithms are verified in CoqQ by proving the Hoare triples, including
the quantum Fourier transformation, the HHL algorithm, the quantum phase estimation, the
hidden subgroup problem and so on. As an example, the Hoare triples of the HHL algorithm is
shown in Figure 1. Here we attempt to automate the deductions for the first time. To address
the premises and conditions of the HHL algorithm, we introduce defined symbols and additional
rewriting rules in Mathematica. For example, the quantum operation H, is specified by the rule
H, [0) > ‘/ﬁ Zic[n+1] [)- Besides, some scalar equations are involved and cannot be resolved
by Mathematica, e.g., Z;’:ll e = (n + 1) X 8. These equations are manually substituted
during the reasoning process. Consequently, eight equations in Figure 1 are checked within 1.3
seconds with two manual interventions in scalars. The context specification and definitions take up
approximately ten lines, and each equation is encoded in two lines of code. It should be mentioned
that compared with path-sum-based program verification [2], ours is more suitable for abstract
program verification; for large-scale programs based on circuit construction which does not fit our
tool, QBricks [16] provides a high degree of automation, and the execution time is in seconds.

Proc. ACM Program. Lang., Vol. 9, No. POPL, Article 42. Publication date: January 2025.



42:26 Yingte Xu, Gilles Barthe, and Li Zhou

Quantum Hoare Logic. CoqQ uses Dirac notation as a basis for a Hoare logic for quantum program
verification; the logic follows [72]. This formalization contains equations of the form:

tr(Pop) = tr(P[(while {My, M;} do S end)"](p)), where { i:ﬂ 2*]’\;3 PMy -+ M (wp.S.Py) My
The equation pertains to the logical value of quantum while program approximations, with the
proof proceeding by induction on n. We verify the equation using DiracDec interactively. We give
definitions to all symbols in Mathematica, including approximations P,,, (while)” and the weakest
precondition wp.S.P. Here the induction hypothesis an equation, and is applied interactively by
manual replacement. This intervention breaks the whole equivalence into two parts, which are
checked by DiracDec. This example shows how DiracDec can be integrated in a theorem prover:
the user provides crucial steps in the proving, and DiracDec solves the subgoals of rewriting Dirac
notations.

10.2 Optimal 3-Qubit Gates

Palsberg and Yu [56] prove the optimal implementation of 3-qubit quantum gates, including for
example, five 2-qubit gates are necessary for a Toffoli gate. Elementary Dirac notation reasonings
occupy a large portion of the theoretical work. By our counting, there are 125 statements related to
equational rewriting in this work, out of which 98 are in the scope of our tool. Consistent with the
article, defined symbols are used extensively, and DiracDec is able to expand all the definitions and
do the simplification. For example, the controlled-E gate C(E) is expanded into |0) (0|®I+|1) (1|®E,
and Diag(ug, u1) = ug |0) (0] + u; |1) (1]. The reasons why other statements cannot be encoded are
(a) there are exsitential quantifiers, (b) there are symbols we cannot define, such as Eigenvalues,
or (c) the equation has some premises or conditions that we cannot encode. Some of the encoded
examples and their running time are listed below.

(1) (0.0097s) C(Diag(ug, u1)) =10) (0] ® I +|1) (1| ® Diag(ug, u1),

(2) (0.13s) (I ® P)C(Diag(ug,u1)) =10) (0] ® P +|1) (1| ® P Diag(ug, u1),

(3) (timeout) (I ® P)U(I ® P)UT,

where P = e~1/2 |0) (0] + ¢/ |1) (1],U = [0) (0] @ X + 1) (1| ® L.

10.3 Parametrized Quantum Circuits

—{ R.(¢) R:(0 - ) |—

1X] 1X]
(R(0) @ 10) - (X ®10) - CX - (R:($) © 10) (R(0~$) ®10) - (X ®10) - CX

Fig. 13. Anexample of two equivalent parametrised quantum circuits and their Dirac notation representations.

Quantum circuits are the low-level model for manipulating quantum computers. Static circuits
(i.e., no measurement and classical control) can be represented by a unitary operator denoting
their functionality, and DiracDec can check their equivalence in this way. Here is an example [40]
of parametrised quantum circuits in Figure 13. The two circuits consist of the bit-flit gate X, the
controlled-X gate CX, and the Z-rotation R, with a parameter. In their Dirac notation represen-
tations, identity operators 1¢ are inserted properly where the operation is absent. This example
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takes 8.5 seconds to check, much slower than the verification examples from CoqQ. In comparison,
PyZX [43] can verify concrete quantum circuits much faster, i.e., seconds for circuits with thousands
of gates, and Hong et al. [40] uses a compact decision diagram representation to decide such small
circuits in milliseconds.

Efficiency. For the 243 typical Dirac notation examples from CoqQ, it takes DiracDec 0.245 s to
decide them in average. The maximum running time is 6.20 s, and 90% examples are finished within
0.55 s. We observed that efficiency problems often arise when there are additions of many subterms.
This is the case for quantum circuit calculations, where concrete gates are encoded as the addition
of their decompositions on the bases. Such problems arise because our rewriting is powered by the
general form of AC-matching (pattern matching modulo associativity and commutativity), which
is a NP-hard problem [10]. This can be avoided in practice, by using a compact representation and
smarter matching algorithms.

11 Related Work

A large body of work explores the semantics and logical foundations of quantum systems. A lot
of this work is inspired by Abramsky and Coecke’s seminal work on categorical foundations of
quantum computation [1]. In this section, we review some of the most relevant related work.

ZX-Calculi. The ZX-calculus [18, 69] is a popular graphical formalism that has been used in
many applications related to quantum computing [69]. The basic objects of the formalism are ZX-
diagrams, which capture linear maps between qubits. As with other string diagrams, ZX-diagrams
are naturally equipped with a notion of equivalence up to deformation. Further identities can
be modelled by means of rewrite rules, that transform ZX-diagrams into simpler forms. A major
question with the ZX-calculus is whether one set of rewrite rules is sound and complete for a class
of circuits. This problem was studied extensively; see [69] for a historical account. An important
milestone is the completeness of the Clifford+T fragment, which was established in 2017 by Jeandel
et al [42]. Further results prove completeness in more advanced settings, e.g. [15, 58] considers
completeness for arbitrary dimensions and superoperators. Some completeness results, and some
applications of the ZX-calculus to optimization are based on computing normal forms. For instance,
Duncan et al. [24] provide an algorithm to simplify Clifford circuits into a normal form that is
asymptotically optimal in their size.

The ZX-calculus is used both as a theoretical tool, and as a practical tool, via implementations
such as PyZX [43], or certified implementations such as VyZX [47].

Path Sums. Path sums [2] is a representation of unitaries inspired by the path integral approach
to quantum mechanics. A path sum is an expression of the form

o Y et ()

yEZY

where ¢ is a phase polynomial, f is an output signature, and y is a vector of path variables. This
representation is closed under parallel and sequential composition, which can be used to interpret
measurement-free quantum circuits as path sums.

One advantage of the path sum representation of quantum circuits is that it equates structurally
equivalent circuits without the need to use string diagrams. In addition, one can define reduction
rules to simplify path sums into simpler but semantically equivalent ones. In particular, Amy [2]
extracts a set of reduction rules from a careful analysis of the path sum encodings of some well-
known identities for Clifford-group circuits. One key property of these rules is that the number of
path variables strictly decreases at each reduction step, which ensures that reduction terminates.
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Although these rules do not achieve unique normal forms for general path sums, Amy [2] proves
that the uniqueness of normal forms holds for Clifford-group circuits, from which he derives
that equivalence of Clifford-group circuits is decidable in polynomial time. While this initial
work is focused on Clifford-group circuits, the path sum framework can be used in other settings.
Vilmart [70] proposes a set of rewrite rules for Toffoli-Hadamard circuits, and proves termination
and completeness of the rules via a translation to the ZH calculus [7]. Amy [3] considers the path
sum representations with unbalanced coefficients, and provides complete equational theories over
rings and fields.

Parametric path sums [16] is a generalization of path sums. Its goal is to model parametrized
quantum circuits; the advantage of such circuits is that proofs can be established once and for all,
independently of the size of the circuit inputs. Parametric path sums are used as a basis for QBricks,
an automated verification tool that uses Why3 as a backend.

Other Works on Completeness and Confluence. One line of work establishes general completeness
results for the internal language of the categorical structures, including symmetric monoidal
categories, traced monoidal categories, and dagger categories [35, 61].

Another line of work studies the confluence of quantum A-calculi [5, 44, 45]. Our work is closest
to [5], which introduces a linear-algebraic A-calculus called Lineal. Following Lineal, a sequence
of work by Diaz-Caro et al. further explores type systems to model the quantum computation
concepts like measurements [22, 25] and orthogonality [26].

Formal Verification of Quantum Programs. Verification of quantum programs has been an active
area of research for the past two decades [17]. Ying [71] establishes the first (relatively) complete
Floyd-Hoare logic for quantum programs. More recently, deductive program verification has been
developed for various scenarios, including relational logic [8, 68], abstract interpretation [29, 73],
separation logic [36, 46, 50, 62, 74], and robust reasoning [41, 64]. These proposed proof rules are
used for reasoning about quantum programs, often with the assistance of rewriting Dirac equations.
Among these, the equational theory is crucial for deriving specific properties or equalities of
programs, sharing a similar methodology (e.g., rewriting) that we adopt in this work.

Mechanizations of Quantum Computations. Mechanized approaches for quantum program verifi-
cation have garnered significant attention; see [49] for a comprehensive review. Numerous works
aim to formalize the semantics of quantum circuits or programs from first principles and prove the
properties subsequently. This line of research includes Coq-based formalizations [37, 39, 59, 75], as
well as Isabelle/HOL-based formalizations [13, 14, 51]. Dirac notation is used and introduced in
several of these works to enhance readability and usability. Notably, CoqQ [75] provides the first
formalization of labeled Dirac notation to facilitate deduction when multiple variables are involved.

12 Conclusion and Future Work

This paper proposes the first automated method for proving equalities between expressions based
on Dirac notation. Our work lays the groundwork for future integration of automated methods into
proof assistants and program verification tools, as well as the further development of automated
reasoning for quantum physics and computation. We elaborate below.

Integration within Proof Assistants. An exciting direction for future work is to integrate our
approach in a foundational verifier for quantum programs, in particular CoqQ [75]. Such an
integration can take the form of a certificate checker that takes as input an externally produced
sequence of rewriting steps, or of a reflexive tactic that provably computes the normal form of an
expression. Existing libraries for term-rewriting such as COLOR [12] could serve as a starting point
for our endeavour, but further extensions would be required to deal with DN.
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Integration with Program Verifiers. While there are several theories for the quantum Hoare
logic [30, 71, 76], a significant challenge in practical application is the lack of predicate logic, i.e.,
the language to represent the predicates and reason with quantum operations. Since these concepts
are also described using Dirac notations, it appears to be a promising solution to integrate our
theory and tool in program verifiers.

Language Extensions. For practical purposes, it would be highly beneficial to incorporate more
sorts, more predicates, and finer typing. In particular, it would be valuable to define capture
different classes of operators, and to introduce typed rewrite rules which capture the nature of
these operators.

Big Sums. An important direction for future work is to extend our formalisms and results to
richer classes of big sums. Because such big sums are generally considered in the context of proof
assistants [11], one challenge is to carve out a general yet tractable syntax for big sums. One
promising direction would be to take inspiration from work on array logics [21, 60].
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A Dirac Notation Core Language (Full Details)
This section introduces the Dirac notation core language in full detail, including the dynamic typing
technique, all the semantical definitions, axioms, and rewriting rules.

Definition A.1 (core language of Dirac Notation). The core language of Dirac Notation, denoted
as DN, is a many-sorted language with dependent types, defined as follows.

Kinds (classical kind) P :=Atom|P * P,
(quantum kind) D == Scalar | Ket | Bra | Operator,

Types (classical types) o:u=x|A|oXo|m(o)]|m(o)]|ng(T) | zs(T) | type(t),
(quantum types) T :=x|S|K(o) | B(o) | O(o,0)
| type(S) | type(K) | type(B) | type(O),

Terms (basis) taz=x|b|(tt),
(scalar) ax=x|0|1|6;|a+alaxala"|B-K,
(ket) K:u=x|0x(0)| |t) |B'|SK|K+K|O-K|K®K,
(bra) Bu=x|0g(o)| (t| |K'|SB|B+B|B-0|B®B,
(operator) 0:=x]0p(0,0)|10(c) | K-B|O"|S.O|0+0]|0-0|0®O0.

We use x for variables, A for atomic type constants, and b for basis constants. We use Greek letters
like o, 7, p for classical types and letters like T for quantum types. We use lowercase letters like s, ¢
for basis and a, b, ¢ for scalars. We use letters S, K, B, O and their variants to represent terms from
the scalar, ket, bra, and operator sorts respectively.

A.1 Context and Typing

Definition A.2 (context). A typing assumption is written as x : X, meaning that variable x is
of type X. A context I' is an ordered list of typing assumptions. We write x : X € I if the typing
assumption is contained in context I', and x € T if there exists a typing assumption of x contained
inT.

We define simultaneously two judgement. One is ‘W7 ('), meaning that a context is well-
formed. And the second one is a typing judgement written as I' + e : X, indicating that e is an
expression of type X in context I. We say the term e is a well-typed term in context I' if T' +- e : X
is a typing judgement for some X.

Well-formed contexts can be constructed starting with an empty context, and continuously
appending unique variables with proven typing judgements.

(WELL-FORMED CONTEXT)

reT:X x¢Tl
WF (] WF(@ = (x:T))

The typing judgements can be proved by the typing rules in the below.
(CONTEXT)

W5 (I) x:0€T
'rx:o
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(Basis TYPE)

(WT(F) FI—GI:Pl I‘l—O'zipz FI—O':P1>1<P2 FFO'IP]*PZ
I'rA:Atom I'koyXoy:Py %Py I'tm(o): Py T'+m(o): Py
I'+T:K(o) IT'+T:8B(0) I'tt:o

I'+ag(T): P I'+ag(T): P I+ type(t) : P
(Dirac TYPE)

"WT(F) I'ro:P I'ro:P FI—O'I:Pl F|—0'21P2
I'+S:Scalar I'K(o):Ket I'+8B(o):Bra I'+ O(oy,07) : Operator

'eS:S I'+K:K(o)
I+ type(S) : Scalar I+ type(K) : Ket

I'+B:8B(o) T'+0:0(0y,07)
I+ type(B) : Bra T + type(O) : Operator

(Basrs)

WF(T) b is an atomic basis of A Trs:t IT'rt:o
F'rb:A Tk (s,t):TXo0o

(COMPLEX SCALAR)

WF(T) WF(I) IF'ts:o F'tt:o
rro:S rer1:8 I'réss:S

Tra:S Trb:S Tra:S TrbL:S Tra:S
F'ta+b:S F'raxb:S F'ra :S

I'+B:B(r) I'+K:K(7)

't+B-K:S
(KET)
WF(I) Trt:r I'+K:K(7) F'ta:S I'+K:%(7)
T+ Oog(r) : K(r) TrIt): K(r) I'rK:B(1) T'taK:K(r)

I'tK;:K(7) I+ K,: K(7) T'r0:0(,p) T'rK:K(p)
I'Ki+K;:K(1) 'O -K:K(r)

I'+K;:K(r) I'+K:K(p)
FI—K1®K2:7<(TXID)
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(Bra)
WF(T) Trt:t T'+B:B(r) Tta:S T'+B:B(r)
T'+0g(7): B(1) T+ {tl:B(r) I'+B": K(7) I'+aB:B(r)
I'+B;:B(r) '+ B, : B(1) I'+B:B(r) IF'r0:0(r,p)
I'+B;+By: B(1) I'rB-0:8B(p)
FFB]IB(T) FFBzg(p)
I'-B;®B;: B(rXp)

(OPERATOR)

WF(T) WF(T)
T+ 0p(r,p):O0(1,p) I'+1p(7) : O(r,7)

I'+K:K(7) T'+B:B(p) T'+0:0(t,p)
I'+K-B:0(r,p) T'+0":0(p, 1)

T'ta:S T'r0:0(r,p) T'+O;:0(1,p) T'+O,:0(1,p)
T't+a0:0(z,p) T'rO;+0;:0(t,p)

Fl—Ol IO(T,p) Fl‘OzIO(p,O') Fl—Ol IO(T],pl) rl—OziO(Tz,pz)
FFOI'Ozl()(T,O') FF01®0210(T1XT2,p1Xp2)

A.2 Denotational Semantics

Definition A.3 (semantics of kinds). The semantics of kinds are defined as sets of domains as
follows:

[[Atom]]zﬂ, [[Pl*Pz]]E{51X52251 E[[PIH,SZE [[Pz]]},
[Scalar] = {C}, [Ket] = {H|pj : P is a basis kind},
[Bra] = {7—[[*},]] : P is a basis kind}, [Operator] = {L(H;, H,) : Hy, H, € [Ket]}.

Basis types and Dirac types as terms have their types in kinds. The semantics of types are defined
as domains and should be contained in the semantics of kinds. Therefore, kinds are interpreted as
sets of domains. Atom is interpreted as the set A of all different domains from the atomic classical
types, and the kind P; * P, contains all different Cartesian products from P; and P,. The semantics of
Ket, Bra and Operator are defined as the set of all Hilbert spaces, dual spaces and linear operators,
respectively.
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Definition A.4 (semantics of types). The semantics of basis types are defined as domain sets as

follows:
[A] = [A] &,
[1(0)] = S1 (where [o] = S1 X S2), [m2(0)] =S,
[k (T)] = S, (where [T] = Hs), [75(T)] = S,
[S1=C.  [K(O)]=Hp  [Bo)]=Hp

[type(t)] = [T] (where T vt : T).

[o1 X o2] = [o1] X [o2],

(where [o] = S; X S),
(where [T] = H;),

[0(0.1)] = L([o]. [7]).

Because we only consider well-typed terms, the semantics are always well-defined.

Definition A.5 (semantics of basis). For atomic basis with domain A, the domain for bases is the
binary tree algebra over A, which is defined as pX.(A U (X X X)), the smallest set that contains A

and is closed under the Cartesian product.

The semantics of symbols in basis sort are defined as follows:

[6] = [b] &
[(t1, t2)] = ([ta], [£2])-

(Atomic Basis)

(Pairing)

Definition A.6 (semantics of scalar). The domain for scalars is the complex field C. The semantics

of the symbols are defined as follows:

(Constant 0) [o] = o,
(Constant 1) [1] =1,
(Kronecker Delta) [6s.] = {
(Addition)

(Multiplication)

(Conjugate) [a*] = [a]",
(Inner Product)

where [s] = [¢],
where [s] # [¢],

[a+ 0] = [a] + [b],
[a x b] = [a] x [?],

[B- K] = ([B]'. [K]).

Definition A.7 (semantics of ket/bra). The domain for the semantics of ket in K (¢) and bra in
B(0o) are H[s) and (Hfa]] respectively. The symbols are explained as follows:

(Zero Vector) [ox(c)] =0

(Basis Vector) o7 = 11D

(Adjoint) [B'] = [B]*

(Scalar Multiplication) [a.K] = [a][K]
(Addition) [Ki + K2] = [K1] + [K2]
(Linear Operator) [0-K] =[O0]-[K]
(Tensor Product) [Ki ® K»] = [Ki] ® [K2]

[og(o)] =07,
[<t1] = <[]l
[K'] = [KT",

[a.B] = [a] [B],

[By + B] = [B1] + [B2],
[B-0] = [B] - [O],

[B; ® B;] = [B1] ® [B2]-
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Definition A.8 (semantics of operator). The domain for the semantics of operators in O(o, 7) is
the linear operators in £(H]|4], H[.]). The symbols are explained as follows:

(Zero Operator) [00(0,7)] = 00p,
(Identity Operator) [1o(a)] =1,

(Outer Product) [K - B] = [K] - [B],
(Adjoint) [07] = [o]",

(Scalar Operator) [S.0] = [S][O],
(Addition) [O1 + Oz] = [O1] + [Os],
(Operator Multiplication) [O:1- 0] = [04] - [02],
(Tensor Product) [01 ® O;] = [04] ® [02],

B Dirac Core Language Rewriting System (Full Details)

Definition B.1 (TRS Rpy). The TRS Rpy consists of all rewriting rules in this section. The AC
symbols are + for all sorts and X, while the commutative only symbol is &.

The symbol type for dynamic typing depends on the context I', and type(T, x) is simplified into
type(x) in most rules.

(TYPE-SIMP)
type(T,x) » I'(x) (for variable x)

mx(K(o)) » o m5(B(0)) » o m(ocX1) > o m(ocXT) > T

(TypE-BAsIs)

type((s,£)) > type(s) X type(t)

(TYPE-SCALAR)
type(0) » S type(1) » S type(a+b) » S type(axb) » S
type(a”) » S type(ds;) » S type(B-K) > S

(TypPE-KET)
type(0x(0)) » K(o)  type(ls)) » K(type(s))  type(B') » K(ns(type(B)))
type(a.K) » type(K)  type(K;+K;) » type(K;)  type(O-K) » K(nk(type(0)))
type(K; ® Kz) » K(nk(type(K:)) x 7k (type(Kz)))

(TyPE-BRrA)
type(0g(0)) » B(T) type((s|) » B(type(s)) type(K') » B(nk(type(K)))
type(a.B) > type(B) type(By + By) » type(B;) type(B-0) » B(np(type(0)))
type(B; ® Bz) » B(np(type(B)) X np(type(B)))
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(Type-Op)
type(0o(o,7)) » O(o,7)  type(1lp(o)) » O(o,0)
type(K - B) » O(nk(type(K)), 7p(type(B)))
type(0") » O(mp(type(0)), m (type(0)))
type(a.O) > type(O)  type(O;+0;) > type(O:)
type(O; - 02) » O(nk(type(O1)), 7p(type(02)))
type(O; ® O2) » O(nk(type(O1)) X nk(type(O2)), 75(type(O1)) X wp(type(O2)))

The rewriting rules above are for type calculation. Note that these rules do not enforce type
checkings and should only operate on well-typed expressions.

(R-ScALAR)
O+a>a Oxav 0 1Xa>a ax(b+c) > axb+axb
(R-S-DELTA)
ds,s > 1 5(51:32),(&,!2) > 531,t1 X ész,tz
(R-KET-SCR)

0.K » Oy (g (type(K))) 1.K » K a.0y% (o) > 0g¢(0)
a.(b.K) » (axb).K a.(Ki +K3) » aK;+akK,

Remark: The first rule reduces scalar multiplication by zero to the zero ket. The type notation
of 0y is calculated from the type of K.

(R-KET-ADD)
K+0g(0) » K K+Kv» (1+1).K aK+K» (a+1).K aK+bK > (a+b)K

Remark: The rules (R-Bra-ApDp) and (R-Bra-Scr) for bra are defined similarly.

(R-Op-ScRr)
0.0 > 0p(ng(type(O)), ng(type(0))) 1.0 » O a.0p(o,7) > 0p(0, 1)
a.(b.0) » (axb).O a.(0O1 +03) > a.01 +a.0,

(R-Or-ADD)
O+0p(o,7) » O O0+0» (1+1).0 a.0O+0 » (a+1).0 a.0+b.0 > (a+b).O

(R-KET-TSR)
05 (0) ® K » 0x (0 X nx(type(K)))  K®O0x(0) » 0x(nk(type(K)) X o)
[s) ® [t) » [(s.1)) (a.K)) ®K; » a.(K; ®Ky) Ki ® (aKz) » a.(K; ® Ky)
(K1 +K2) ®K3 > K1 ®K3+K2 ®K3 K] ® (K2+K3) > K1 ®K2+K1 ®K3
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Remark: The rules (R-Bra-TsRr) for bra are defined similarly.

(R-Or-OUTER)
05 (0) ® B > 0¢(0, mg(type(B)))  K®0g(0) » 0o(nk(type(K)), o)
(a.K)® B » a.(K - B) K ® (a.B) » a.(K - B)
(K1+K2)®BI>K1'B+K2'B K®(Bl+B2)I>K'B1+K'Bz

(R-Op-TsR)
00(0,7) ® O » 0g(0 X g (type(0)), 7 X 7p(type(0)))
0®0p(0,1) » 00(nk(type(O)) X o, n5(type(0)) X 1)
1o(0) ® 19(7) » 1p(0 X 1)
(Ki-B1) ® (Kz - Bz) » (K; ® K3) ® (B; ® By)
(a.01) ® Oy » a.(0; ® O3) 01 ® (a.05) > a.(0O; ® 0,)
(01+02)®05 » 01 ®05+0, 805  0,®(02+03) » 01 ® 0z +0; ® 05

(R-S-Cony)
0" » 0 1" » 1
(a+b)" » a" +b" (axb)" > a" xb* (@) » a
&> 8 (B-K)' > K -Bf
(R-S-Dor)

0g5(0) - K » 0 B-0g(c) > 0 (a.B) K » ax (B-K) B-(aK) » ax(B-K)
(Bi+By) K » Bi-K+B,-K  B-(Ki+Ky) » B-K+B-K, (s -]t} » 854
(B1®Bz) - [(s,2)) » (B1-[s)) X (Bz-t)) ((s,0)] - (K1 ® Kz) > ({s]-Kq) x ({t] - K2)
(B1 ®Bz) - (K1 ® Kz) » (By - K;) X (Bz - K3)

Remark: The difficulty here comes from Hilbert space structure. The intuition is that we
decompose the multiplication (inner product) when at least one side is explicitly in tensor product
form.

(R-S-SorT)

(B-0)-K » B-(0-K)
((s,)[ - ((0O1®07) - K) » (({(s]-O01) ® ({t| - O2)) - K
(B1®B3) - ((01®03)-K) » ((By-01) ® (B - 07)) - K

Remark: The first rule sorts the multiplication to the right, which breaks the symmetry of ket
and bra. The remaining two rules are for completion.
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(R-KET-ADY))
03(0)" » 0c(0) ("> ]ty  (KDTeK  (aB) > a".(B)
(Bi+By)" » Bl+B]  (B-0)"»0"-B"  (B,®B,)" » Bl ®B]

(R-KET-MLT)
00(0,7) K » 0x(c)  O-0x(0) » 0x(nx(type(0)))  1o(0) K » K
(a.0) -K » a.(0O-K) O (aK) » a.(O-K)
(0,+0) K> 0,-K+0,-K O (Kj+K;) » O-K+0-Ky
(Ki-B) Kz » (B-K3).K; (O1-02)-K » O1-(02-K)
(01®0,) - (0] ®07) -K) » ((01-07) ® (0z- 0)) - K
(01®0z) - |(s,8)) » (O1-|s)) ® (Oz - 1))

(01®0;) - (K1 ®K3) » (01 K1) ® (02 - Kz)

Remark: The rules (R-BrRa-ADj) and (R-BrRa-MLT) for bra are similar.
Remark: Again, the difficulty comes from space structure. The intuition for reductions is also
the same: decompose the multiplication when at least one side is explicitly in tensor product form.

(R-Or-ADy)
0o (o, T)T > 00(1,0) lo(G)T > 19(0) (K-B)T > B @K' (O+)? > O
(@0)" » a.(0")  (0,+0,)" » O] +0]
(0,-09)" » 0]-0] (0,80, » O] ®0]

(R-OpP-MLT)
00(0,7) - O » 0¢(0, n5(type(0))) 0 -00(0,7) » 0p(nk(type(0)), 1)
10(6)-0 >0  0-1p(c) » O
(K-B)-O» K& (B-0) O-(K-B)» (0-K)®B
(a.01) - O3 > a.(O1 - 0,) O; - (a.03) » a.(01 - Oy)
(01+02)-03 » 01-03+0; - 05 O1-(02+03) » O1-0,+0; -0
(01-02) - O3 » O1-(02-03)
(01®0,) - (0] ®03) » (01-07) ® (02 - 03)
(01 ®07) - (07 ®03) - 03) > ((01-07) ® (Oz2- 0y)) - O3

C Confluence and Termination of RpyN

In this section, we prove the confluence and termination of Rpn. These two properties suggest the
syntactical completeness of our language, meaning that all terms will be rewritten into the unique
normal form after finite steps by Rpn.

Confluence is an important property for term-rewriting systems. It guarantees the determinism
of the calculation: the calculation is independent of the order of rewriting rules applications, and
the result is always the same (for terminating TRS) or joinable (for nonterminating ones).
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Definition C.1. Let relation A — A be a relation.

o It is confluent if for all a, b, ¢ satisfying b <" a —" c, there exists d satisfying b —* d <~ c.

o It is locally confluent if for all a, b, ¢ satisfying b « a — c, there exists d satisfying b —*
d<"c.

e It is terminating if their does not exist infinite chain a; — a; — - -.

Since our rewriting system relies on the typing information, which are side-conditions not
directly encoded, we will introduce the untyped auxiliary rewriting system R}, .

Definition C.2 (type erasure). The transformation of type erasure removes all type occurrences
under 0« (o), 05(0), 0p (0, 7) and 1p(o) symbols, replacing them with constants 0, 03, 0 and
10. The unique type erasure result of ¢ is denoted as t'.

Definition C.3 (untyped auxiliary TRS). The untyped auxiliary TRS R}, consists of all rules from
Rpn after type erasure, ie,, Ry = {l" » " |l > r € Rpn}.

In the following, we first prove the confluence and termination of R[, using the automated tools.
Lemma C.4. The system R}, is terminating and confluent.

Proor. We use AProVE to prove that R is terminating. We encode R{, in CiME2 and checked
that all critical pairs are joinable, meaning that it is locally confluent. Then, the termination of R
leads to the confluence of R[). ]

In the next step, we first prove several lemma revealing the close relation between the typed

Rpn and untyped R, then deduce the termination and confluence of Rpn from R).

LemMA C.5. For all A and B, A —RoN B implies A’ —Rox B'.

Proor. If the rule [ » r rewrites A to B at position p, then the type erased rule I’ » r’ can match
the subterm at p and rewrites it into B’. O

LemMMA C.6. Forall X and Y, X’ —Ron Y imples there exists Z satisfying X —RoN Z and Z' =Y.

Proor. If the rule I’ > r’ rewrites X’ to Y at position p, then the original rule [ » r can match
the subterm at p and rewrites it into Z. O

Lemma C.7. For all R, normal form Y and type T, there exists at most one term X satisfying
type(X) =T and X' =Y.

Proor. We prove that the types of all subterms in X can be recovered from T. Notice that only
the typing rules for compositions (e.g., O - K, B - K) cannot fully decide the types of subterms from
that of the root. But 0 and 1¢ symbols will not appear as operands of compositions in the normal
form, since all such patterns will be further rewritten. Therefore all the type notations for 0 and 1o
are unique, and so is the term X. O

THEOREM C.8. Rpy is terminating.

Proor. Assume there is an infinite rewrite sequence A; — A; — ... by Rpn. By successively ap-

plying Lemma C.5, we construct an infinite rewrite sequence A] — A} — ... in R[,, contradicting

to the termination of R}, . Therefore Rpy is also terminating. m]

THEOREM C.9. Rpy is confluent on well-typed terms.
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Fig. 14. An illustration of Theorem C.9 proof. Solid, dashed and dotted lines represent rewritings in Rpn,
R[ and the type erasure respectively. Blue, red, yellow and green surfaces represent the application
of Lemma C.5, Lemma C.6, Lemma C.4 and Lemma C.7 respectively.

Proor. See Figure 14. Assume we have Y; —Ron X —Ron Y, for some well-typed terms X, V;
and Y, we want to prove that there exists Z such that Y; —Ron Z —Fon v, By Lemma C.5, we
have Y/ —Ron x7 —Ron Y,. Since RI/)N is terminating and confluent, there exists the normal form
W such that Y/ —Ron W —Fon Y,. Then by successively applying Lemma C.6, we obtain Z; and
Z, satisfying that Y; —Ron 71, ¥, —Fon Z, and Z; =W = Z;. Since the rewritings of Rpn preserve
the types, Z; and Z, will have the same type as X. Then, by Lemma C.7, Z; = Z,, which finishes
the confluence proof. O

D Completeness of Rpn

Completeness of the rewriting system means that terms with equivalent denotational semantics
will have the same normal form after rewritings.

Definition D.1 (Semantical completeness of Rpy). We say the TRS Rpy is semantically complete if
for all terms ey, e; in DN, [e;] = [ez] implies e; | Rpn = €2 | Rpn.

Notice that there is another concept called syntactical completeness, where the completeness is
considered with respect to an equational theory. Here the completeness is considered with respect
to the denotational semantics, so the confluence of Rpy is not a sufficient proof.

Proving semantic completeness typically involves writing down the normal form of terms after
the rewritings. But finding the inductive language for the normal form of general Dirac notations can
be quite difficult since whether a subterm is normalized depends on the terms around. Therefore, we
prove a weaker form of completeness by considering an expansion on the bases. The completeness
also relies on some procedures that is hard to express in term-rewriting. We incorporate them as
follows.

Definition D.2. We define R[j as the term-rewriting system Rpy extended with the following
procedures:
(1) the syntactical unification on the basis sort,
(2) the procedure to decide propositions A\;s; = t; <> A;s; = t; over bases, and
(3) an expansions of variables on the constant bases before the rewritings of Rpy, using axioms
in Definition 6.1.

Notice that e | R, is well-defined and unique because Rpy is confluent and terminating. In the
following we will denote e g by nf (e).
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LEMMA D.3. [6s:] = 1 and [6s,]] = 0 are decidable in DN.

Proor. By definition, [ds,;] = 1 if and only if s = t. This can be decided by the rule §s5 » 1in
Ron. If &5 = 0, we have for all valuation v, [s], # [t],. Because the denotational semantics of
the basis sort does not imply extra equational theories, this inequivalence can be decided by a
syntactical unification. That is, ds; = 0 if and only if s and ¢ are not unifiable with variables from s
and t. O

Definition D.4. The normal form NF is defined by the following language:
NF:=t|a|K|B]|O,

tu=x|b|(t,t), su=b | (s1,52),
ax=0|aj+ - +aj, atw=1lax---xay,
@ = x| x| Sy L2 [s) [xIs) | (sl | (sl x| Gsal - fs2) | Gsal - %" - Is2).,

K == 0g(0) | K +-- -+ K], K* == |s) | a*.|s),
B:=0g(o) | B] ++--+Bj, BY u=(s| | a*.{s],
0:=00(0,7) | OF +---+ Oy, 0" = [s1) - (s2] | @™.(Is1) - (s2)-

Here b represents basis constants, and x represents variables of the suitable type. There are several
extra constraints on the language:

(1) At least one of t, t; is atomic in &;, 4,.

(2) The 6,,,, terms are not semantically equivalent to 0 or 1. This is well-defined because
of Lemma D.3.

(3) Each term K*, B*, O* for addition should be unique.

The following lemma proves that NF is indeed the normal form of Rpn.
LemmA D.5. NF is a normal form for R, defined in Definition D.2. That is, Ve € DN, nf(e) € NF.

Proor. By induction on the syntax of DN. The normal form is obviously valid for the terminal
symbols 0, 1, b, x, 0 and 1. Here variables of ket, bra and operator sorts are decomposed. Assume
L := f(L,L) is a generation rule of DN, then the induction step becomes

Vei, ez € L (nf(e1) € NF) — (nf(ez) € NF) = (nf(f(er, 2)) € NF).

The remaining proof checks such induction steps for all symbols (generation rules) of DN. Here
are the examples for the scalar sort:

® a = a; + ay. If one of their normal forms is zero, e.g. nf(a;) = 0, we have nf(a; + az) =
nf(0+ ay) = nf(az) € NF. This is by the rule a+ 0 » a in Rpn. If nf(a;) and nf(a;) are
summations, nf (a; + az) will still be a summation.

® a = a; X ay. If one of their normal forms is zero, nf(a; X az) = 0 € NF because of the rule
ax 0 > 0in Rpn. If both of them are summations, nf(a; X a;) will also be a summation.
This is because we can rewrite the a; and a, subterms to their normal forms, and apply the
distribution rule a X (b +¢) » (a X b) + (a X ¢) in Rpn.

e a:=aj.Ifnf(a;) = 0, we have the 0" » 0 rule. Otherwise nf(a;) is a summation, and we
apply the propagation rules of conjugate on a + b and a X b, so that we only need to consider
whether Ya € a*,nf(a") € a*. This is true by the following rules: (a*)* » a, &, » 05,
(B-K)* » K- B' and propagation rules in the ket and bra sort.

® a := J,, is directly in NF.
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e g :=B-K.If one of nf(B) or nf(K) is the zero symbol, we have nf(B - K) = 0. Otherwise,
nf(B) and nf(K) are summations, and we apply the distribution rule and rewrite the term
into Z,—,j B; - Kj. Because B; and K; are either bases, or bases with scalar coefficients, they will
be rewritten into 0 or an a* term. For example, let B; = a;. (s1| and K; = a5. |s;), and we have
Bi - Kj = (a1.(s1]) - (az- (s2]) = a1 X ({s1] - (az. (s2])) = a1 X @z X (s1] - [s2) = a1 X az X Js s,
Here s, s, will be reduced to 0 or 1 because s; and s, are constant bases.

The other cases for ket, bra and operator sorts can be analysed in the same approach. O
LEMMA D.6 (COMPLETENESS FOR a*). For all terms ay, a; of a* in NF, if [a1] = [az], then a; = a,.

Proor. By contraposition, consider all cases where a;, a; are different. It is easy to find the
valuation that distinguish the semantics of a; and a,. For example, if a; = x and a; = x*, we choose
v(x) =i, so that [a;], = i and [a,], = —i are different. Therefore, [a;] # [a.] in this case. ]

LemMA D.7 (COMPLETENESS FOR a*). Let E be the equational theory
Nisi=ti e N;js; =t
[1i 65,0, = I 5s;,r;

For all terms ay, a; of a™ in NF, if [a1] = [az], then a; =f a,.

ProoF. By contraposition. Constant cases are trivial.

If the sequence of product for a; and a, are of the same length, further proof by induction on
the length of the product. The induction basis is proved by Lemma D.6. For the induction step,
consider the product of all combination of two different a* terms. It turns out that no two different
pairs a; X a; and a] X a;, will have the same semantics. The only exception is product of Delta
operators. For example, we have [8;; X §; ] = [dix % J;k]. The equational theory E will discard
such exceptions.

If the product sequences have different lengths, the analysis is similar. O

LemMma D.8. Let E be the equational theory defined in Lemma D.7 For all normal forms ey, e; in NF,
if [e1] = [ez], then e; =g e,.

Proor. We prove the contraposition Ve, e; € NF, e; #g e2 — [e1] # [ez]. By induction on e,
we need to prove:
(1) for all terminal symbols T in NF, Ve, € NF, T #g e; — [T] # [ez], and
(2) for all generation rules of NF, the indunciton step holds. For example, for L ::= f(L, L), the
induction step is

Vhi, hy € NF,(Ve € NF, hy £ e — [] # [e]) —
(Ve € NF, hy #p e — [h2] # [e]) —
(Ve € NF, f(hy, hy) £g e = [f(h1, h2)] # [e])-

The cases of terminal symbols hold trivially. For induction steps, we demonstrate on the scalar sort
as an example.

Let a == a; + - - - + a,. Consider different cases of e € NF. Because of typing constraints, we only
need to consider e to be a scalar. If e = 0, we have [a; + a;] > 0= [e]. If e = k; + - - - + ki, there are
two cases:

(a) m = n, proved by induction on the number of summation terms n. The induction basis is
proved by Lemma D.7, and the induction step is proved through the same idea, by considering all
different pairs of summation:

e 1+1and 1+ aj. They are semantically different because a] = 1 will never be valid.
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e 144} and 1+ a;. Reduced to the Lemma D.7 case.
e 1+a; and a] + aj. Also because aj = 1 will never be valid.
e 1+a} and a; + aj. By further case analysis on a;, a; and as.

e Other cases are similar.

(b) m # n, the analysis is similar. O
Concluding the results above, we have the weak completeness theorem.
THEOREM D.9. The extended term-rewriting system Rpy is semantically complete.

Proor. Combining Lemma D.5 and Lemma D.8. Especially, the procedure to decide propositions
Nisi =t & \;s] =t is used to decide the equational theory defined in Lemma D.6. O

E Modular Extension

In the core language DN, we use a primitive language for complex numbers and don’t give con-
structions for the basis. This section discusses how to extend the two parts, and when will the
confluence and termination of Rpn preserve.

We first define the module for the systems of atomic basis and complex numbers.

Definition E.1 (atomic basis signature). The atomic basis signature 3  is a typed finite language.

Because we consider the tensor product data structure, larger Hilbert spaces can be decomposed
into atomic ones, such as the qubit Hilbert space. The atomic basis here characterizes the basis of
the atomic Hilbert spaces. We limit the basis signature to finite languages to avoid problems of
infinite dimensions.

Definition E.2 (complex number signature). The complex number signature 3¢ contains at
least constant symbols 0, 1, a unary symbol * and binary symbols +, X.

The two signatures ¥ # and X characterize the language for atomic basis and complex numbers.
The symbols for complex numbers are zero, one, conjugate, addition and multiplication respectively.
These symbols are only the least requirements, and the real language to instantiate can contain
more details. For example, the basis can contain symbols 0 and 1 for qubit spaces, and the complex
numbers can still have exponential functions e* or square roots y/x.

For the extended language, we assume to have the rewriting systems Ry, and Ry ;.

Definition E.3 (TRS Rs,,; ). For the atomic basis language X #, Ry, is a terminating and confluent
TRS.

Definition E.4 (TRS Rs,.). For the complex number language X ¢, the TRS Ry, is a TRS such that:

® Rs, is terminating and confluent,

o for all closed terms «, § and y, these pairs of terms have the same normal form: 0 + « and «,
OXaand0,1xcanda,a X (f+y)and (a X f) +(axXy), (a+f)+yanda+ (f+y), a+p
and f+a, (ax ) Xyanda X (fXy),a X fand B X @, (¢ + f)* and a* + f*, (e X f)* and
a* x %, (¢*)* and a.

e 0 and 1 are normal terms.

This definition follows the “scalar rewrite system” in Linear [5].

E.1 Modularity of Termination
ProrosiTiON E.5. The combination of Roy U Ry, U Rs,, satisfies the following propositions.

® Rpy and Rs,, are disjoint.
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® Rpy and Ry, form a hierarchical combination.
LEmMA E.6. CE-termination of Rs, implies the CE-termination of Roy U Rs. ;.

Proor. It is easy to prove that Rpn is CE-terminating. Then, because Rpn and Ry, are disjoint,
the modularity of CE-termination finishes the proof. O

Modularity of termination is very weak and does not hold for hierarchical combinations in
general. Therefore it is hard to deduce the termination of the whole system Rpn U Ry, U R5,, from
the termination of Ry,..

E.2 Modularity of Confluence
LEmMa E.7. Rpy U Ry, is confluent.

Proor. By modularity of confluence on disjoint TRSs. O

We can further prove that the system extended with Ry, is locally confluent by the avatar
lemma [4, 5] introduced below.

Definition E.8 (Subsumption). A terminating and confluent relation S subsumes a relation Sy if
whenever t —g, u, t and u have the same S-normal form.

Definition E.9 (Commuting relations). Two relations X and Y are said to be commuting if whenever
t —>x uand t —y v, there exists a term w such that u —»y wand v —x w.

LEmMA E.10 (THE AVATAR LEMMA). [4] Let X, S and Sy be three relations defined on a set such that:

e S is terminating and confluent;
e S subsumes Sy;

e So U X is locally confluent;

e X commutes with S*.

Then, the relation S U X is locally confluent.

The smaller relation Sy here is called the avatar since it captures the critical part of the larger
relation S that will appear in the rest part X. The avatar lemma formalizes our intuition about
the modularity of confluence: if we start with the locally confluent system Sy U X and extend the
system from Sy to S, which will not interfere with the other part X and is still confluent, then the
whole system S U X will remain locally confluent. In our development of Dirac notations, we will
use such avatars to represent the weakest requirement on complex numbers and bases.

We can compare the avatar Rcy above with the general complex number rewrite system Rs,, and
prove the subsumption relation.

LEmMmaA E.11. Ry, subsumes Rey.

Proor. Obvious. ]

With the avatar lemma and the local confluence of Rpy, we can prove the local confluence of the
integrated TRS.

THEOREM E.12 (LOCAL CONFLUENCE OF RpN U Rs; U Rx.). For any Rs, and Ry, the system
Rpn U Rs; U Ry, is locally confluent.

Proor. Both Ry, is terminating and confluent by definition. The system Ry, subsumes Rcy.
By Lemma E.7, the system Rpn U Rs;, U Rcp = Rpn U Ry, is locally confluent. The system Ry,
commutes with (Rpn U Rs,,)*, because the terms in X¢ appears in the left hand sides of rules
in Rpn U Ry, only as variables and constants 0, 1, therefore all the rules in Ry, commutes with
(Rpon U Rs,;)*. Then the avatar lemma finishes the proof. ]
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F Dirac Notation Extended Language Rewriting Rules (Full Details)
Definition F.1 (TRS Rpne). The TRS Rpne consists of all rewriting rules in this section.

(TypE-EXT)
ns(Set(o)) » o type(U(o)) » Set(o)
type(M; X M) » Set(ns(type(My)) X ws(type(Mz)))
type(Ziema) » S
type(T, ZiemK) » type(T = (i : ms(type(M))), K)
type(T, ZiemB) » type(T = (i : ms(type(M))), B)
type(T, ZiemO) » type(T = (i : ms(type(M))), O)

(R-SET-S1MP)
U(o) xU(7) » U(o X 1)

(R-Sum-CONST)
2,050 > 0x(0) > 0x(0) > 05(0) > 05(0) D 00(0,7) > 00(0v7)
ieM ieM ieM ieM

10(0) = D i) il

ieU(o)

(R-Sum-ELIMm)

One common condition is attached to the following four rules: variable i does not have a free
appearance in term s. Here, S.A is interpreted as three cases: S.K, S.B, and S.0O. Here, A[i := s
denotes the term A with variable i substituted by the term s.

Z dis > 1 Z (8is X a) > ali:=s]

ieU(o) ieU(o)
Z (8;5.4) » Ali :=s] Z ((8is X a).A) > a[i = s].A[i = s]
ieU(o) i€U(o)
DD s Dt > Y Giyxa) e ) ali=]]
ieEM jeM JjeEM ieM jeM JjeEM
Z Z((Si,j.A) > ZA[:’ = j] Z Z(((si,,- X a).A) » Z ali = jl.A[i = j]
ieM jeM jEM i€eM jeM jeM

(R-Sum-PusH)

Here, A is interpreted in three sorts: ket, bra, and operator. The bind variable i does not have
free appearances in X. Here A - B is interpreted as four cases: B-K, O-K,B-Oand O; - 0,. A® B
is interpreted as four cases: K; ® Ky, B; ® By, K - B and O; ® O;.
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(Za)xX > Z(axX) (Za)* > Za*

ieM ieM ieM ieM
(ZA)+ > ZAT
ieM ieM
X.(ZA) > Z(X‘A) (Z a).X » Z(a.X)
ieM ieM ieM ieM
(ZA)~X>Z(A-X) X'(ZB>>Z(X'B)
ieM ieM ieM ieM
(ZA)@X > Z(A@X) X®(ZB) > Z(X@B)
ieEM ieM ieM ieEM

(R-Sum-ADD) Here, the addition X + Y is interpreted in four sorts: scalar, ket, bra, and operator.

Z(X+Y) > (ZX)+(Z Y)

ieM ieM ieM
Z(a.X)+ZX > Z(a+1).X Z(a.X)+Z(b.X) > Z(a+b).X
ieM ieEM ieEM ieM ieM ieEM

(R-Sum-INDEX) The following two rules hold for all sorts.

Soas YOS Ali= G0 DA > Ali= (k)]

ieU(oXr1) jeU(o) keU(r) ie My XM, JEM keM,

G Introducing fst and snd
This section introduces the extension with projectors fst and snd, including the syntax, typing

rules, semantics, and rewriting rules.

Definition G.1 (syntax).
(Basis) su=fst s|snd s

Definition G.2 (typing).
F'ro:Pi %P, T'kts:o T'ro:P Py F'krs:o
T'rfst s:m(o) I'tsnd s:m(o)

T'rs:oXxrt T'ts:oXrt
I'-fst s:o I'tsnd s:7

Definition G.3 (denotational semantics).
[fst t] = x (where [t] = (x1, x2)),

(Basis) [snd t] = x, (where [t] = (x1,x2))

Definition G.4 (axiomatic semantics).
fst (s, t) =s snd (s, t) =t
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(Proj-CORE)
type(fst s) > m(type(s))  type(snd s) > m(type(s))

fst (s,t) » s snd (s,t) » t (fst s,snd s) > s
Os,(u0) > Ofst su X Osnd s,0 Ofst sfst t X Osnd s,;snd ¢ > Osy
(B1®By) - |t) » (B -|fst t)) X (Bz-|snd 1))

(t]- (K1 ® Kz) » ({fst t]-Ki) x ({snd t| - Kz)

(s|- ((01®0) -K) » (({fst s|-01) ® ({snd s|-0;)) - K
(01 ®0,) - [t) » (O |fst t)) ® (O3 - |snd t))

(t]- (01 ®0) » ({fst t]-01) ® ({snd ¢ - O)

(PrROJ-SUM-INDEX)
Replace the original (Sum-INDEX) with (PrROJ-SUM-INDEX) rules.

fst inotfreein AV snd inot free in A
ZiEU(O’X‘[) A > ZjEU(O') ZkEU(T) A[fSt i:= j: snd i:= k,i = (.]’ k)]

fst inotfreein AV snd inot free in A
ZieMlxMzA > ZjeM1 ZkeMzA[fSt i:=j,snd i:=k,i:=(j,k)]

Jj and k appear in A only as (j, k)
Djem, Zkemy, A > Diemxm, ALUK) =]

H CoqQ Example List
This section presents the example list. All the examples are encoded in DiracDec and checked
within reasonable time. Notice that more examples are included in the artifact.

H.1 Examples from Quantum Computation and Quantum Information [54]

Example H.1 (QCQI (2.10)).

A

1

1

Da |vi>) = > aiA(lon).

Example H.2 (QCQI (2.13)).
(|v>,zai |wl->) = Z_Ai(|v>,|wi>>.

(Jo), 1w)) = (Iw). [o))".

Example H.3 (QCQI Exercise 2.6).
(Z A lwi), |v>) = > A (Iwi), [o)).
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Example H.4 (QCQI (2.18)). For orthonormal basis |i),

(Z oili), ) w; |j>) = > 0wy = > ojwi.
J

i ij i

Example H.5 (QCQI (2.21)).

(Z i) <i|) lo) = Z li) (ilo) .

Notice the slippery informal expression here. |v) should actually be v.

Z i) (i = .

1

Example H.6 (QCQI (2.22)).

(In our language, identity operator I will be a symbol.a)

Example H.7 (QCQI (2.24-2.25)).
§ [wj) (wjl Aloi) (oil = § (Wil Aloi) [wj) (il .
ij ij

Example H.8 (QCQI (2.26)).
(v|o) (wlw) = Z (oli) (ilo) (wlw).

1

Example H.9 (QCQI Exercise 2.14).

¥

Z al-Ai

1

= Z a?AlT.

1

2Example H.10 (QCQI Exercise 2.16). Show that any projector P = Zle i) (i| satisfies the equation
p“=P.

Example H.11 (QCQI (2.46)).

= Z @A |v;) ® Blw;) .

1

1

(A®B) (Z ailo:) ® wi)

Example H.12 (QCQI (2.49)).

(Z ai o) ® |w;), Z bj o)) ® |w;.>) = Z a;bj (vilv}) (wilw)) .
J

i ij

Example H.13 (QCQI (2.61)).
D GLALY) Wiy = (W1 AlY) .

Example H.14 (QCQI (2.128)).
S M, (| (L m) (ml) My 1) ") = (Y MM 1)

m',m’’

Proc. ACM Program. Lang., Vol. 9, No. POPL, Article 42. Publication date: January 2025.



42:52 Yingte Xu, Gilles Barthe, and Li Zhou

Example H.15 (QCQI Theorem 4.1). Suppose U is a unitary operation on a single qubit. Then
there exist real numbers «, §, y and § such that
oi(@—B/2-8/2) cog L _pila-B[246/2) gip ¥ .
[ elarl2=32) gin ¥ gitaspj2e0/2) o5 | T € Re(PIRy (R:(),

where
e—i@/z 0
[ 0 ei@/z]

0 . .0
cosy  —isiny
Re(6) = [—isian cos Qz] Ry(9)

2 2

[cos g - singg] R.(0)

sin bl Cos bl

are the rotation gates.

H.2 Operation on Maximally Entangled State
Example H.16. Assume S and T are subsystems on Hilbert space Hr and [®)g 7 = 3; |i) i) is a
maximally entangled state. Then for all operators A € L(Hr, Hr), we have
As|®)sr = A7 @)1

These examples come from the CogQ project. The examples are listed in the order of their
appearance in CoqQ.

Definition H.17. Some high-level operators are encoded as follows.
BT =" (B-11) i)
ieU
KT = (il - K) i
iU
0" = > ((ilo1) 1) il
i,jeU
O* = (OT)T
tr(A) = Z (i| A i)

ieU

SWAP(A) = 3 3" 3" > (il Alk D 1j.i) (LK

i€U jeUkeU leU

tri(4) = )" > (O kil Alk, ) li) (jl

ieU jeU keU
tra(4) = " " (O (L kAL k) 1) (jl
ieU jeU keU
diagmx(K) = Z(<1|K)|l><’|
ieU

cplmt(A)=1-A
formlf(AX)=A-X-AT
A is Hermitian = A" = A
Aisnormal=A-AT=AT. A
Aisprojecion=A"=A A A-A=A
Aisisometry = AT - A =1
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Ais bi-isometry = AT-A=T A A-AT =1
AisunitaryEAT-Azl ANA-AT=1

F is quantum measurement = Z Ff -Fi=1 F:M—O
ieM

Definition H.18. Dealing with super-operator (quantum operation, and etc). Super-operators
are linear mapping from operator to operator, and have general Kraus representation: &(X) =
DiemEi - X - F;r, for some finite index set M and function E, F : M — O. As such, we can quantify
over M, E, and F to examine if the property holds for all super-operators.

Furthermore, two super-operators & and ¥ are equal if and only if VX, E(X) = F(X), this
allows us to use the Dirac equation (with the free occurrence of X) to reasoning about the equation
of super-operators. Formally, we define following high-level operators to examine examples in
CoqQ/quantum.v:

superop(M, E, F)(X) = Z E-X-F, EF:M—-O
ieM

sozchoi(&) = ) 3" 1i) (il @ (&(1i) (i)

icU jeu
choi2so(A)(X) = try(A- (XT ®1))
krausso(M, E)(X) = superop(M, E, E)(X) E:M—-O
dualso(E)(X) = choi2so(SWAP(so2choi(E))T)
elemso(E,k)(X) = Ex - X - E;Z E:M—>O
dualgm(M, E, 0) = Z E|-0;E EO:M—O
ieM
idso(X) =X

abortso(X) =0
formso(A)(X) = A-X - AT
unitaryso(A)(X) = formso(A)(X)
addso(&,F)(X) = &(X) + F(X)
oppso(E)(X) = -E(X)
sumso(M, F)(X) = Z Fi(X)
scaleso(c, &) (X) EIECA;IS(X)
compso(E, F)(X) = E(F (X))
compsor(E, F)(X) = F(E(X))
initialso(|0))(X) = ) [o)(ilX|i) o]
ieU

ifso(M,E,sf)(x)zZﬁ(Ei-X-Ej) E:M—>0, F:M—- SO

ieM
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Here is the list of examples examined in CoqQ/quantum.v and CoqQ/mxpred.v. To clarify bias,
we have annotated the lemma’s name of each equation from in CoqQ/quantum.v (the v1.0 version
of its recent release).

o (kpl (1) (1@ 1) - A) lg) = 8 G pl Alg), )

o c>0-cier(fi- X f) = Tier(Vefi - X) - (Vef)),

o Yier fi (Xjer9j -X-gj.) 'fiT = 2ieTxRr Jfst k * snd k .X'ffTst k ~g;d o

o Sicy (il - (M®N) - [i) = (Zjeu (il - M- i) X (Zjeu (jI - N - /), and

o Sicu (il (X 1) Gkl @ (X4 Er 1) (KN E]) - (Breuew (FIX 1818 (r) @ V) i)
= Yieu (il (Zjeu By - X - E}) - V) |i)

(1) (Iftrace_baseE) tr(A) = X ;cy (il AlD)
(2) (ftraceC) tr(AB) = tr(BA)
(3) (Iftrace_is_linear) tr(cA + B) = ¢ tr(A) + tr(B)
(4) (Iftrace_adj) tr(A") = tr(A)*
(5) (Iftrace_tr) tr(AT) = tr(A)
(6) (Iftrace_conj) tr(A*) = tr(A)*
(7) (outp_trlf) tr(Ju) (v|) = (v|u) (u, v are arbitrary vectors)
(8) (sumeb_out) Xcq |1} (il = 1
(9) (delta_lf_eb) [i)(j] - [k) = &k,;)
(10) (comp_delta_If cond) [i) (j| - |k) {I| = 6k i) (/]
(11) (comp_delta_lf) [i) (j| - |/} (k| = |i) (k|
(12) (trlf_deltar) tr(A [i) (jI) = (jl (A]i))
(13) (fun_sum_delta) A = 3 jcy Z;eu (il (A1) [0) (]
(14) (onb_dot(CB)) (ilj) = i ;
(15) (onb_vec(CB)) |v) = 2;cu((il0)) i)
(16) (outp_complV) (A]u)) (o] = A(Ju) (o])
(17) (outp_comprV) [u) (A [0))* = (Ju) (v A"
(18) (onb_Ifun(CB) A = X,cq (AJi) /i
(19) (sumonb_out_bool(CB) [0)(0| + |1){1]| =1
(20) (ponb_ns(CB) (i]i) =1
(21) (linear_tensmx) A® (aB+C) =a(A® B) + (A® ()
(22) (linear_tensmxr) (aA+B) @ C=a(A®C)+ (B®C)
(23) (adjmx_tens) (M @ N)" = MT @ N
(24) (mxtrace_tens) tr(M ® N) = tr(M)tr(N)
(25) (tr_tens) trA = 33; 3.;(i, jlAli, j)
(26) (mxswapK) SWAP(SWAP(A)) = A
(27) (mxswap_is_linear) SWAP(aX +Y) = aSWAP(X) + SWAP(Y)
(28) (mxswap_tens) SWAP(A® B) =B® A
(29) (mxswap_trace) tr(SWAP(A)) = tr(A)
(30) (mxswap_mul) SWAP(A - B) = SWAP(A) - SWAP(B)
(31) (mxswap_trmx) SWAP(A)T = SWAP(AT)
(32) (mxswap_trmxC) SWAP(A)T = SWAP(AT)
(33) (ptrace2E1) trp(A) = tri (SWAP(A))
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(34) (ptracelE2) tr(A) = trp(SWAP(A))

(35) (ptrace2_is_linear) trp(cA + B) = ctry(A) + tra(B)
(36) (ptracel_is_linear) tr;(cA + B) = ctr;A + tr; B
(37) (tr_ptrace2) tr(A) = tr(trz(A))

(38) (tr_ptracel) tr(A) = tr(try(A))

(39) (ptracel_mul_tenslmx) tr; (A - (I ® B)) = tr1(A) - B
(40) (tensmx11) I®I =1

(41) (tensmxE_mid) (il A - B1j) = Sycy Ypeu (il Ala,b) a,b| BLj)
(42) (tens_delta_mx1_mulED) (k, pl (1) (1 ® 1) - A) lq) = 8% (o pl Alg)
(43) (tens_delta_mx1_mulEr) {p| (A - (|i) (jI® D)) |k, q) =k {p| Ali,q)
(44) (diag_mx_tens) diagmx(K; ® K;) = diagmx(K;) ® diagmx(K3)

(45) (ptrace2_mulmxI) try(A - (B® 1)) =try(A) - B

(46) (mulmx_diag_colrow) A - diagmx(K) - B = Y;cy((i|K)((Ali)) - ((i|B))
(47) (cplmtE) 1 — A = cplmt(A)

(48) (cplmtK) cplmt(cplmt(A)) = A

(49) (cplmt1) [FAIL] cplmt(I) =0

(50) (cplmt0) cplmt(0) =1

(51) (formlf_comp) formlf(A, formlf(B,X)) = formlf(A- B, X)

(52) (formlf_adj) formlf(A,X) = formlf (A XT)

(53) (formlfiE) formlf (A, I) = A - Af

(54) (formlf1EV) formlf (AT, 1) = AT- A

(55) (formlfE) formlf(A,X)=A-X - Af

(56) (formlfEV) formlf(AT,X) =AT-X - A

(57) (formlf_linear) formlf(A,cX+Y) =c- formlf(A X) + formlf(AY)

(58) (superop_is_linear) E(aX +Y) = a&(X) + E(Y)
(59) (addsoA) addso(Eq, addso(E,, E3))(X) = addso(addso(&E4, &E2), E3)(X)
(60) (addsoC) addso(E1, E2)(X) = addso(Ez, E1)(X)
(61) (add0so) addso(abortso, E)(X) = E(X)
(62) (addNso) addso(oppso(E), E)(X) = abortso(X)
(63) (scalelso) scaleso(1,8)(X) = E(X)

(64) (scalesoD]) scaleso(a + b, E)(X) = addso(scaleso(a, &), scaleso(b, E))(X)
(65) (scalesoDr) scaleso(a, addso(E, F))(X) = addso(scaleso(a, &), scaleso(a, F))(X)
(66) (scalesoA) scaleso(a, scaleso(b, E))(X) = scaleso(a * b, E)(X)
(67) (abort_soE) abortso(X) =0

(68) (add_soE) addso(&E, F)(X) = E(X) + F(X)
(69) (opp_soF) oppso(E)(X) = ~E(X)

(70) (sum_soE) sumso(M, f)(X) = ey fi(X)
(71) (scale_soE) scaleso(c, E)(X) = ¢&E(X)

(72) (comp_soElr) compso(E, F)(X) = compsor(F, E)(X)

(73) (comp_soErl) compsor(E, F)(X) = compso(F,E)(X)

(74) (id_soE) idso(X) = X

(75) (comp_soE) compso(&E, F)(X) = E(F (X))

(76) (comp_sorE) compsor(&E, F)(X) = F(E(X))

(77) (comp_soA) compso(E1, compso(Ea, E3))(X) = compso(compso(E1, Ez), E3)(X)

(78) (comp_sorA) compsor(E1, compsor(E,, E3))(X) = compsor(compsor(E1, E2), E3)(X)
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(79) (linear_comp_so) compso(Ey, addso(scaleso(a, E3), E3))(X)
= addso(scaleso(a, compso(&E1, E3)), compso(Ey, E3))(X)

(80) (linear_compr_so) compso(addso(scaleso(a, E1), Ez), E3)(X)
= addso(scaleso(a, compso(E1, E3)), compso(Ea, E3))(X)

(81) (linear_comp_sor) compsor (&, addso(scaleso(a, E;), E3))(X)
= addso(scaleso(a,compsor(Ey, E,)), compsor(Ey, E3))(X)

(82) (linear_compr_sor) compsor(addso(scaleso(a, E1), E,), E3)(X)
= addso(scaleso(a, compsor(E1, E3)), compsor(Ea, E3))(X)

(83) (comp_soll) compso(idso, E)(X) = E(X)

(84) (comp_solr) compso(&, idso)(X) = E(X)

(85) (comp_so0l) compso(abortso, E)(X) = abortso(X)

(86) (comp_so0r) compso (&, abortso)(X) = abortso(X)

(87) (comp_soDl) compso(addso(E4, Ez2), E3)(X) = addso(compso(E1, E3), compso(Ez, E3))(X)

(88) (comp_soDr) compso(E1, addso(E,, E3))(X) = addso(compso(E1, Ez), compso(E1, E3))(X)

(89) (comp_soNl) compso(oppso(E1), E2)(X) = oppso(compso(Eiq, E2))(X)

(90) (comp_soNr) compso(E1, oppso(E2))(X) = oppso(compso(Eq, E3))(X)

(91) (comp_soZl) compso(scaleso(a, E1), E2)(X) = scaleso(a, compso(E1, E3))(X)

(92) (comp_soZr) compso(Ey, scaleso(a, E;))(X) = scaleso(a, compso(Eyq, Ez))(X)

(93) (comp_soPl) compso(addso(scaleso(a, E1), Ez), E3)(X)
= addso(scaleso(a, compso(E1, E3)), compso(Ea, E3))(X)

(94) (comp_soPr) compso(Ey, addso(scaleso(a, E,), E3))(X)
= addso(scaleso(a, compso(&E1, Ez)), compso(Ey, E3))(X)

(95) (comp_sor1l) compsor(idso, &)(X) = E(X)

(96) (comp_sorlr) compsor(E, idso)(X) = E(X)

(97) (comp_sor0l) compsor(abortso, E)(X) = abortso(X)

(98) (comp_sor0r) compsor (&, abortso)(X) = abortso(X)

(99) (comp_sorDl) compsor(addso(E1, E,), E3)(X) = addso(compsor(Ey, E3), compsor(E,, E3))(X)

(100) (comp_sorDr) compsor(Ey, addso(E,, Es))(X) = addso(compsor(E4, E3), compsor(Eq, Es))(X)
)
)
)
)
)

(102) (comp_sorNr) compsor(E1, 0ppso(E2))(X) = oppso(compsor(E1, Ez))(X)
(103) (comp_sorZl) compsor(scaleso(a, E1), E2)(X) = scaleso(a, compsor(Eq, E2))(X)
(104) (comp_sorZr) compsor(Ey, scaleso(a, E2))(X) = scaleso(a, compsor(E1, E2))(X)
(105) (comp_sorPl) compsor(addso(scaleso(a, &), E2), E3)(X)
= addso(scaleso(a,compsor(Ey, E3)), compsor(E,, E3))(X)
(106) (comp_sorPr) compsor(E1, addso(scaleso(a, E3), E3))(X)
= addso(scaleso(a, compsor(E1, E3)), compsor(Ei, E3))(X)
(107) (comp_soACA) compso(compso(compso(E1, Ez), E3), E4)(X)
= compso(compso(E1, compso(E,, E3)), E4)(X)
(108) (comp_sorACA) compsor(compsor(compsor(E1, Ez), E3), E4)(X)
= compsor(compsor(Ey, compsor(Ez, E3)), E4)(X)
(109) (krausso_fun_is_linear) krausso(M, E)(aX +Y) = a - krausso(M, E)(X) + krausso(M, E)(Y)
(110) (kraussoE) krausso(M,E)(X) = Y;em Ei - X - E:r
(111) (formsoE) formso(A)(X) = A- X - A
(112) (formso0) formso(0)(X) = abortso(X)
)
)
)

(
(
(101) (comp_sorNl) compsor(oppso(E1), E2)(X) = oppso(compsor(Ey, E))(X)
(
(

(113) (ifso_fun_is_linear) ifso(M,E, F)(aX +Y) = aifso(M, E, F)(X) + if so(M, E, F)(Y)
(114) (ifsoE) ifso(M, E, F)(X) = Yien Fi(Ei - X - E})
(115) (formso1) formso(I)(X) = idso(X)
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(116) (comp_krausso) compso(krausso(My, E1), krausso(Ms,, E;))(X)
= krausso(M; X My, Ai.E{(fst i) - E;(snd i))(X)

(117) (compr_krausso) compsor(krausso(My, E1), krausso(Ms, E2))(X)
= krausso(M; X M, Ai.E5(snd i) - E;(fst i))(X)

(118) (ifso_krausso) ifso(M, E, Ai.krausso(N, F;))(X) = krausso(M X N, Ai.Fest isnd i - Est i)(X)
(119) (scaleso_krausso) 0 < ¢ — scaleso(c, krausso(M, f))(X) = krausso(M, Ai.(v/cf;))(X)

(120) (choimxE) tr; (so2choi(E) - (XT ® I)) = ey EkXE};

(121) (choi2so_fun_is_linear) [FAIL] choi2so(cA + B)(X)

= addso(scaleso(c, choi2so(A)), choi2so(B))(X)
(122) (choi2so_soE) choi2so(A)(X) = tr; (A - (XT ®1))
(123) (so2choiK) choi2so(so2choi(E))(X) = E(X)
(124) (choi2soK) so2choi(choi2so(A)) = A
(125) (so2choi_is_linear) so2choi(addso(scaleso(c, &), F)) = ¢ - so2choi(E) + so2choi(F)
(126) (choi2so_is_linear) [FAIL] choi2so(cA+B)(X) = addso(scaleso(c, choi2so(A)), choi2so(B))(X)
(127) (tr_choi_sep) tr(so2choi(E) - (XT ® Y)) = tr(E(X) - Y)
(128) (krausso2choiB) ey (Sicy |i) @ (Eeli))) - (Zieu 1) ® (Eili)))
= so2choi(krausso(M, E))
(129) (dualsoK) dualso(dualso(&))(X) = E(X)
(130) (dualso_trlfE) tr(E(X) - A) = tr(X - E*(A))
(131) (dualso_trlfEV) tr(A - E(X)) = tr(E*(X) - A)
(132) (dualso_krausE) dualso(krausso(M, E))(X) = Yiem Ej -X - E;
(133) (dualso_formE) dualso(formso(A))(X) = A" - X - A
(134) (dualso_krausso) dualso(krausso(M, E))(X) = krausso(M, Ai.E;)(X)
(135) (dualso_formso) dualso(formso(A))(X) = formso(AT)(X)
(136) (dualso_is_linear) [FAIL] dualso(addso(scaleso(a, &), F))(X)
= addso(scaleso(a, dualso(&)), dualso(F))(X)
(137) (formso_dual) dualso(formso(A))(X) = formso(A")(X)
(138) (abortso_formE) abortso(X) = formso(0)(X)
(139) (dualso0) [FAIL] dualso(abortso)(X) = abortso(X)
(140) (idso_formE) idso(X) = formso(I)(X)
(141) (dualsol) dualso(idso)(X) = idso(X)
(142) (unitarysol) unitaryso(I)(X) = idso(X)
(143) (dualso_unitary) dualso(unitaryso(A))(X) = unitaryso(A")(X)
(144) (initialsoE) initialso(|0))(X) = (trX)]v){v|
(145) (initialso_onb(CB)) krausso(M, Ai.(K(i|))(X) = initialso(K)(X)
(146) (dualso_initialE) dualso(initialso(|0)))(X) = ({v|X|v))I
(147) (dualso_comp) dualso(compso(E, F))(X) = compso(dualso(F), dualso(E))(X)
(148) (dualso_compr) dualso(compsor(E, F))(X) = compsor(dualso(F), dualso(E))(X)
(149) (elemso_sum) sumso(M, Ai.elemso(f,i))(X) = krausso(M, f)(X)
(150) (ifso_elemE) ifso(M, E, F)(X) = X ep compso(Fi, elemso(E, 1)) (X)
(151) (ifso_elem) ifso(M, E, F)(X) = sumso(M, Ai.(compso(F;, elemso(E, i))))(X)
(152) (dualso_if) [FAIL] dualso(ifso(M,E, F))(X) = >;ep dualso(compso(F;, elemso(E, i)))(X)
(153) (dualgmE) dualgm(M, E, O) = 3;cp dualso(elemso(E, i))(O;)
(154) (dualqm_trlfE) 3;cp tr(elemso(f, i) (X) - O;) = tr(X - dualgm(M, )(0))
(155) (dualgm_trlfEV) 3;cptr(O; - elemso(f, i) (X)) = tr(dualgm(M, £)(O) - X)
(156) (ifso_boolE) ifso(bool, E, F)(X) = compso(Fp, elemso(E, b)) (X)
+compso(F_p, elemso(E, —b))(X) forall b € {true, false}
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(157) (ifso_bool) ifso(bool, E, F)(X) = addso(compso(Fyp, elemso(E, b)),
compso(F_p, elemso(E, —b)))(X) forall b € {true, false}

(158) (abortso_eq0) abortso(X) = abortso(X)

(159) (formso_comp) compso(formso(A1), formso(Az))(X) = formso(A; - A2)(X)

(160) (formlf soE) formlf(A,X) = formso(A)(X)

(161) (hermlf normal) A is Hermitian — A is normal
(162) (projlf_herm) A is projection — A is Hermitian
(163) (projlf_normal) A is projection — A is normal
(164) (isolf_normal) [FAIL] A is isometry — A is normal
(165) (isolf_giso) [FAIL] A is isometry — A is bi-isometry
(166) (gisolf_iso) A is bi-isometry — A is isometry
(167) (unitarylf_iso) A is unitary — A is isometry
(168) (unitarylf_giso) A is unitary — A is bi-isometry
(169) (isolf unitary) [FAIL] A is isometry — A is unitary
(170) (gisolf_unitary) A is bi-isometry — A is unitary
(171) (is_unitarylf) A is unitary — A is unitary
(172) (isofK) A is isometry — B- AT - A=B
(173) (isofE) A is isometry — AT - A =T
(174) (isofKE) [FAIL] A is isometry — A" (Alo)) = |0)
(175) (gisofKl) A is bi-isometry — B- A" - A =B
(176) (gisofKr) A is bi-isometry — B-A- A" = B
(177) (gisofEl) A is bi-isometry — AT - A =1
(178) (gisofEr) A is bi-isometry — A - AT =T
(179) (gisofKEl) [FAIL] A is bi-isometry — AT (Av)) = |0)
(180) (gisofKEr) [FAIL] A is bi-isometry — A(A'[v)) = [0)
(181) (unitaryfKl) A is unitary — B- A" - A=B
(182) (unitaryfKr) A is unitary — B-A- A" = B
(183) (unitaryfEl) [FAIL] A is unitary —» A" - A =T
(184) (unitaryfEr) [FAIL] A is unitary — A- A" =T
(185) (unitaryfKEl) A is unitary — A (Av)) = |0)
(186) (unitaryfKEr) A is unitary — A(A|0)) = |o)
(187) (hermlf adjE) A is Hermitian — A" = A
(188) (hermf_adjE) A is Hermitian — AT = A

) (

) (

) (

) (

) (

) (

) (

) (

) (

) (

) (

) (

(189) (projlf_idem) A is projection » A- A=A
(190) (projf_idem) A is projection > A- A=A
(191) (projlf_idemE) [FAIL] A is projection — A(Av)) = Alo)
(192) (projf_idemE) [FAIL] A is projection — A(Al|v)) = Alo)

(193) (hermlf dotE) A is Hermitian— > (Afo)T|w) = (Jo))T(A|w))

(194) (hermf dotE) A is Hermitian— > (A|o)T|w) = (Jo))T(A|w))

(195) (projlf_dot) [FAIL] A is projection — (|o))T(Alv)) = (Av))"(Alv))
(196) (projf_dot) [FAIL] A is projection — ([0))"(Alo)) = (A]o))T(A]v))
(197
(198
(199
(200

projlfo) 0 is projection
projlf1) I is projection
unitarylf1) I is unitary
normallfZ) [FAIL] A is normal — cA is normal
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(201) (hermlfD) A is Hermitian — B is Hermitian — A + B is Hermitian

(202) (isolf_comp) [FAIL] A is isometry — B is isometry — A - B is isometry

(203) (gisolf_comp) [FAIL] A is bi-isometry — B is bi-isometry — A - B is bi-isometry
(204) (unitarylf_comp) [FAIL] A is unitary — B is unitary — A - B is unitary

(205) (normalf_adj) [FAIL] A is normal — A" is normal

(206) (normalf tr) [FAIL] A is normal — AT is normal

(207) (normalf_conj) [FAIL] A is normal — A* is normal

(208) (normalfZ) [FAIL] A is normal — cA is normal

(209) (normalfN) [FAIL] A is normal — —A is normal

(210) (hermf adj) A is Hermitian — A" is Hermitian

(211) (hermf _tr) A is Hermitian — AT is Hermitian

(212) (hermf_conj) A is Hermitian — A" is Hermitian

(213) (hermfD) A is Hermitian — B is Hermitian — A + B is Hermitian

(214) (hermfN) A is Hermitian — —A is Hermitian

(215) (projf_adj) A is projection — AT is projection

(216) (projf_conj) [FAIL] A is projection — A* is projection

(217) (projf_tr) [FAIL] A is projection — AT is projection

(218) (isof_conj) [FAIL] A is isometry — A* is isometry

(219) (isof_comp) [FAIL] A is isometry — B is isometry — A - B is isometry

(220) (gisof adj) [FAIL] A is bi-isometry — AT is bi-isometry

(221) (gisof_conj) [FAIL] A is bi-isometry — A* is bi-isometry

(222) (gisof_tr) [FAIL] A is bi-isometry — AT is bi-isometry

(223) (gisof_comp) [FAIL] A is bi-isometry — B is bi-isometry — A - B is bi-isometry
(224) (unitaryf_comp) [FAIL] A is unitary — B is unitary — A - B is unitary

(225) (unitaryf_adj) [FAIL] A is unitary — AT is unitary

(226) (unitaryf_conj) [FAIL] A is unitary — A* is unitary

(227) (unitaryf_tr) [FAIL] A is unitary — A7 is unitary

(228) (unitaryf_form) A is unitary — AT - A =1

(229) (unitaryf_formV) A is unitary — A- A" =T

(230) (isolf_ns) [FAIL] A is isometry — A" is isometry

(231) (unitarymx_tens) [FAIL] A is unitary — B is unitary — A ® B is unitary

(232) (isof _dot) [FAIL] A is isometry — (Alo))T(Alo)) = (Jo))T(|o))

(233) (isofA_dot) [FAIL] A is isometry — (AT|0))T(AT|0)) = (Jo))T(Jo))

(234) (gisofA_dot) [FAIL] A is bi-isometry — (AT|0))T(AT[0)) = (o)) (|o))

(235) (unitary_rowMcol) [FAIL] A is unitary — ({i|AT)(A]i)) = 1

(236) (qmeasure_tpE) F is quantum measurement — ;¢ F;r ‘F=1

(237) (qm_trlf) [FAIL] F is quantum measurement — > ;¢ tr(F; - X - F:r) =tr(X)
(238) (elemso_trlf) [FAIL] F is quantum measurement — ;< tr(elemso(F,i)(X)) = tr(X)
(239) (elem_sum_trlfE) [FAIL] F is quantum measurement — ;. tr(elemso(F,i)(X)) = tr(X)
(240) (cplmt_proj) [FAIL] P is projection — cplmt(P) is projection

(241) (normalfE) A is normal — A- A" = AT A

(242) (formlf _normal) [FAIL] A is isometry — B is normal — formlf (A, B) is normal
(243) (formlf_herm) A is isometry — B is Hermitian — formlif (A, B) is Hermitian
(244) (formlf proj) [FAIL] A is isometry — B is projection — formlf (A, B) is projection
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(245
(246
(247
(248) (il M" |j) = (jI M i)
(249) (aA+B)* = a*A* + B*
(250) (A+B)" = A" + B
(251) (cA)T = c*AT

(252) (cA+B)" =c*A" + Bf
(253) (A-B)" =BT . AT
(254) (MHT =M

(255) (aD)t =a*I

(256) (1" =T

(257) (1) (GD* = 1i) (I
(258) (1i) (G = 1) (il
(259) MT = (M*)T

(260 MT = (M")*

(261 =(MHT

(262) tr(MT) = tr(M)*
(263) tr(M*) —tr(M)*

) (Pl AD) Glg) = 8jq (Pl AL)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
) M
)
)
(264; (i M) = M" i)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

(
ol (1D 1 A) lg) = 6ip (il Alg)
M)y = GIM )

(265) (M i))" = (i| M

(266) (ul (2; ai i) i) [u) = X; ai (uli) (ilu)
(267) (il (A~ B) ) = (il A((j| B)
(268) A-B = ;(Ali))(il B)

(269) (il (Lieu di li) (il A) = d; (i| A
(270) (b| = Xicu({bli) il)

(271) (A-B) v = A(Bo)

(272) (A-B)-C=A-(B-0)

(273) A- (aB+C)=a(A-B)+(A-O)
(274 (A1 +A2) B=A,-B+A;-B
(275 A- (B1 +Bz) A- B1+A B,
(276) (—A) - B= —(A- B)

(277) A- (-B) = —(A- B)

(278) (kA) - B = k(A - B)

(279) A - (kB) = k(A - B)

(280 (A1+A2) B= k(A1 B)+A2

(281 A- (kBl+B2)—k(A B)+A B,

(282) A-B-C-D=A-(B-C)-D
A=

(283 Yicu (fst i|Alsnd i) |fst i) (snd i

H.3 Theories from Articles (Partial)
(1) (from [56])

IeP)C([% 2] =10)0leP+]1)(1leP|% ],

where C(E) = |0) (0| ® I + |1) (1| ® E.

Proc. ACM Program. Lang., Vol. 9, No. POPL, Article 42. Publication date: January 2025.



Automating Equational Proofs in Dirac Notation 42:61

(2) (from [72])

Py =044y,

tr(P,p) = tr(P[(while {My, M;} do S end)"](p)), where { P = MJPMO N MT(WP-S-Pn)ML
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